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Annotation

The paper presents theoretical approaches toward development of space. It points at the importance
of theoretical approaches dealing with spatial development especially the development of the second
part of the 20 th century until present. Thetical development is evaluated from the point of view of
reality in theoretical regional development concepts. The final part of the paper is devoted to possible
ways of development in theoretical approaches explaining regional development.
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spatial development, reality in theoretical approaches, possible ways of thinking in the future
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IlkeN sme upozornil:i n ajej viak ako abrrgtroergoi!onnl/@Imfé'ejsliveekdayi us
objektivity potrebn® pouk8za$S na teorektok® pr?2
vznikli v druhej polovici 19 h 0 st mrvejpdloviei20aeh o st or ol i a.

nal nl rozsah poznat kpew, ektsdsl@somofniilnit epakhbb?

. Losch, Christallei nemeck8 gkol a) . Teoe esut k®n®T ch8pganské
nt er adgicprigstoromes pr §van2m sa ekonomi ckdiclhasg b jteek-trc
l okali z8ci e. Te-ria |l okaliz8cie-dd8uvaplrieg8romuI| n
apredstavuje jej teoretickmet odol ogi c kT z8kl ad. Za iadine® sa mc
adom8§cnbobm2jeSspojen® mnogstvo teoreticklch vstu
t -rie obchodu, te-rie rozvoj a, matemati ck8 ekol
regions8l nej ekon- mii,r okztscarh§ stveoki hnwioks! kel kemioarii rc D
hOadi ska sa te-ria |lokaliz8§cidemgsaobest 8 ; slkmaninm
anallzou o4 ckisg¢loogwvom rozl ogen? ekonomickTch

v priestorovom usporiada2 , vz ni kr fimeir ascdeélenvch syst ®mov) . Te
existenci wzex ke mamgdoldinearséeind uk t ak®ho makr oekonomi
rozdielyvpri estorovom tdmtogenyz ve@ktai vetgieieckynadkbhka
pr2stupov.

z
akt ®r mi priestorovej gtrukt Yry po SMebet Lapjnbardt, e - r i a
A
i
e
e
O

Ako sme wuviedl:i
vmnogstve te-pri?2

region8lna veda je pomerne mlad
3
teoremetbbdobhogicl
v

unpoodve,l okt oar T ¢ h snahou bol o po
ahBdtmr @j rpreegeni e prpeektdre. c kT ¢ h
Obzvl 83S silngdéd Kdesaatyehmi kbhRowh minul ®ho st
urlit¥% hedhexémi e dosi ahnutTch visl edMdyowom ktor ®
obdob?2 jeO@adkskaz dosi ahrutelgch icdeenltoiviikobahi® nov
adresovan® region8l nej vede (Bailly, 1992, Bai l
1995; wvan Geenhuizen and Ni ¢ ispehpposiinénu@gtyoreniuD?® s | e d ¢
novich temeéebidokbgh cad¥%vhi ssP@ stzor bigewl mri @sjtmomnaj 1
p o Kk r8etyck rokoch, kedy v 8§ mc i vgeobecnej e klot necomiectkiecjk Tt ep-rr2
zalogenl na neoklasickej te-rii

t
In
8

Viznam potreby sk¥maBidespaiveddi asmbesth T§astie.

zvigenl z8ujem dtvoar®owak@ohijt imkoy @9 troergoivo®h §p meb | a®
probl ®myr, ecpikoon 8 ¥ae di sparity §mcozdduerl -yp)s,kega Ymi e
novich | 1lenov, ktorTch vikonnosS vdkamram kryozalk a
vekonomickej Yar ov ni regi -nov, kt or® dasahppkiepni g

vini e Nov®spraonbiv@m® @rinc2pyipkedseaviaje¥ango s @&dn
pr2stupy Vv r 8mci BB, ck8bn®cls %d @ ke i e msidel taladt eft Pania
princ?2pmi Li sabonskej z mb, 200%a 20060f. ¥k e mbor sk®i pt e d ¢
pred tvor cporii tti&yriposikyt méS otlak®gitek® enBsk ®ojie
normat2vne rozhodnutia mtgu spoOahn%%S.

nal g2 m d!vodom, ptabhengetipotoszbnj®atSr ateagijo@jgl gur

prepojenia $il av nT mi teoretickT mi pr Yd mi vgeobecnej
vs %2l asnosti jkee Nn esdnoes tsait o ed®o m2 t oho, ge kagd§ te
ur | it ej mi ery vyug?28nikctimee}j dababsbahakei ed Amenej]

vpl Tvaj %cich naprsgkviemavnpll yovb jfeakktt.o rloprr ioevsptl oyrveR u(j practi e
mognost.i vyt vE8rani a pproodd u)k | nmil gceh kso neptl?i, HagkemaSs t zr Sowe
ekonomckom smere.

Prg avil o sa to po vstGpanitelbsk&,0hPdniPekalkslog 2EDE r shkaa eg po
rozg2re8t%i ERODG2renie prinieslo 5WHVOIendes BOPKED, oo T gekl
HDP na obEYo®5%®ee Rv rozg2reni a. pPwtdpe Buthfrskaf@ uenkutn srkaas tdaol EiD.

Az praktick®ho hOadiska %zemn§ si8rgdneS ekamemBky z#mema®]i
l epgie vyug2vanie rgeinok®8ddnty&lhu .p.o.tfe.nci 8l ov a
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Y4l ohu
Vhist . -rii region8lnej ekon:- mi e m1ygl eonneu  ppor zi oer sot voe
Vptvodnlch teoreticklchpdoaathe& chy pird leesjt obawiy®n y pa

| i nnosRktoimatl dle ovanTi m. Berie do wWvahy fwizstckpdn vmaid i
trhmivpodobe dopravnich ng8kl pddu.es geetsySidée,s alatt yc® v
mi nul ®ho storolia poug?2val. priestda rakgi -arbsuv,r ak
spravidla zodpovedaKtiors® riBolniy mv ghiicairs risek &jmei denho t snokc
ekonomi ckTlch charakterist?2k. Vihodou tohto po
makroekonomi ckT ch model ovginoan 8V neWweb breahsitqur. ¥ pva d o
nezohr8val priesiovagrPadestyl ohvoya | ok8lnej ekoa

Radi k8§l napohmamda wa %l ohu sqiemdesiatichorokoch. Priestdr ol | a v
konci povanl ako ekonomiickhbnidfajkt oako Ssamostatgre
adynami ckTch vITkhOovd owrlen ffiarkinyor@am konkurenciescho,
Ssyst ®mu . PodOa te-ri? region8l neho rpoozzviotj2av,n ygrhi
ternal 2dts;t akug #® spoé oVRMo®n algo koaneirz8ocviaen ®a f akt or y
rast u bnoil eos tdnoysciha hvnfurto® ni ch syst ®moch, kde
j produkti vit gns azknindR j B8 kvilartogbenn® hitya evf eedki te
ch zfvdlgtemriawv ianoval nej kapacity. Regi on§g8l
rovane,j] Yaz e mn e j organi z8cie viroby, ni e |
gom priestorovom usp oerziikavdrnz Sa hPorvile sp oir e ss
flkovate()tn@m,é Pe i ¢ *t oOQahkjoe rworegigi helOn§
enos S rozdel eni a Jednotl|vTo¢)Iast|ach|knimost2.
trovan8 or gujnd zs8wd ja p/dzrlotbzyvruyplvactymakaejna par
ef ekt 2 vrnoovsntak.omV | as e, priemiorgejehossropcéid§ﬁmsekevza$a
vzni kabpbliasu i vykon8vani a kOwl ovich funkci 2. VAY:
mechanizmuyv zni m8dzai jednot !l i vl mi akt ®mminejsa vigeobnlvc
ng§kladovich procesov, akumaurdiugWOwjae zona htosmg & mi rec
vget ko faktory, ktor® podporuj ¥ miestny rozvoj

S WUIN DO S5 5 S

Zallenenie a gektovmie vp b d b b B ehstUuiicd mddhelswov | is
makroekonomi ckej povahy mabemat ume§oben@®Spokophkom
kvalitat2vneho spr8vania sa dynamick®htoe  -nreilei ne
chaosu) spolu pr2 chodom formalizovanlch ekonomickTch

kongtantnl cdhokwihmd £¢v kankurencie. Tieto nov® po
definovanie pojmu priestoru ta diverzifikovane- gt yl i zovanT ptiebvbcmoPr i
te-ri8ch region8lneho rastu rozliguje rgmnwieR r
regi - nu. Tento pr2stup sabosdt alup@hodprkioamste@rcu |
v te-ri8ch r emd Ddesd gneeshifod trsaesht ur ovk o ¢ h, pddmienkath b ol |
ponuky ( owivred yro& §¢vpodmidnkathrdapytu (@apello, 2007).

(
I

Za Yl el om p05|lnenn|oara1/4hbbh pktestoBohy te-rie r
pohOad na ptiegtemrer §kor | bstVesttircekdlid h vsivlogdu a oz o
priestoru prizvgho8paameranatosdynami ku agl omer al

Vs% asnlch te-ri8&8ch region8lneho rastu priestor
vyugi S inform8cie zmai ésjehioam pdelnlt &dndonkickeyablast ho ap r §
m&8 schopnosS pr emaemia$ kiyn fdasturp@adoktieBycdt 2 ma o chg§pan?
viznemoper §cia medzi mi e sutj rey mie i askt to@rumi .i nH roir amsat| o
aj vz8jomn® podozr i ewraav cece pnoeddozbinopg & i t nogpromit)una st
hrozbou soci 8l nych s?@Oﬂch’dﬂsI(eCdd«nlagIncbgni]IgZQ\/lne;a bl
obsahuje veGa/ pprovtkvorvd, e nk& omn®& h 1 mi regions8l nymi e ki
1999; Ralleta or r e, 1995, Cappellin, 2003a) : prijat® Kk
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d! vezmy sae | pre vysvetOovani eprpadoasesw okoutleddtrizannse.
Vkontexte vyznal uj Y%cou s a rozmanit ps Bemysselrmisat
oblastacha T r obnTch kIl §stroch) g2renie znalablastiz Ani e
viskumi v ajr& moi jednot !l i virchk ofmbriinégm,i e alde plIsrkkov
arozsiahlych interakt2vnych vzdel 8vac?2ch proce:
Adod8vat eOovh po presne vymedzenlch dc®r skych

(Cappellin, 2003b, s. 307).

Pojem priestor sast § vtal cht o pr2stupoch re8l nyanmerpar ehsit ok &
ekonoms c&ki®8lane pros&ésyl pgebhiPedaj Bhe&kd roafoimc id®td Sz
krastu spolupr8ce, procesov uleniay ktdzRossYou
(Aat mosf ®r ahf, efekty), si eSovsicchhopnwpS&bov,vyit nEe
kombingci e vz Sagelmv006)Camagni a

2. Konvergencia adivergencia v priestore

Druhou obl ars®mai, Kkvteoda&nejzndil *@si egebaaclaa j ej neve
pozorrexs$twuj “cich teoreticklch pr2stupoch bol a
probl ®my . Do pozornost.i te-rie sa dostt8lvcanit¥o ni e
probl ®moyv jo leonverhénsiik vespi divergencii par 2 st up u jedneh | i vTch
vysvetleniu.

Diskusimok onver genci i resp. di vergenci i bhoV@ NMNieonsth®

krajiny. Zt eor et i ck®ho hOadi ska, b teooblastzahma diij awili mpo@xd ic
| ast o opuilseobvnaincli awh regmedgIl neje- ek omivekgermivjer gen c i
vtiom, ¢ge sk¥maj %% d!vody zni govanzadgztvylglomiani eagir o

Na konvergen]| nej psotcrhadndezoals | ¥acseiecr T kht ov ®c hvoysvsek Oalj
Ssvoj ej poliatolnej formul 8covnouddlkedyy wRbypuotet
s2lr.ovhov8he nie je |l en optim8lna al okfaktoioa zdr o]
vpriestore, ktor® zarul|l uj % tendenciu k vyrovn8va

Na strane divergencie stoja te-rie keynesi 8nsk
anegat2vne mechani Xkmynu Isgpt®d wnreg quddtizegiSvheoaviaeni e draoj o
c

rozvinutTch regi-nov, predpokl adaj Y nielen zotr\
(Myrdalit e-ria kumul at2vnych pr2/]in).

Mogno uviesS, ge wurlitl druh =zaujatosti sprevs
akonvergen| nimiejte8§chamiegivog@lsSejeseabneciBicim ok ¥ch,
vytvorili model (znd&dwy] akektdorkgwir emo peolgk B8yl i na
dva regi-ny zal 2najjéden magtie viawc ko a lde ju h Fuar @vrei ,exd er n@

tendencialpr ehl bovani u region8lnych rozdieloegi DAeod
na z8klade vyvezenlch virobkosume, |Ktgdrag8 osda dri swr
zpogil an®ho kawspa&twy, Wypiwlormh®&® NnN® ako podiel di s |
nebud% dostatolnim zdrojom financovania miestne,j]
odmenu tohto vIr ohn®hvoe dfi aek tkour as t(8pl ve@hruevppiralee v u Kk a
toho region8l hamtmi er agir-arsd uj evo g trastard Toc hv yrgag ia- nak
pracovn2kov do exportn®ho regi - -nd meaemt ep Rmgre ko
Vv mierach rastu.

Vposl ednlTch rokoch, mokelodv® ®n §nattreanad i ak®z al i,
[

schopn® vysvet] S ako procesy divergenci e, t ak
ekonomikyaa gl omer al nTch efektov do produkl|lnej funkci
v roku 1960), neold s i c kT model s pegne treanpdoedhab Rikkjoea kroand i snpui
prebi ehaj %ce, taksYagwaAkatasmi ef 8l nefvzdi al en®

20




Sbornzk pS2X¥IlpnNwkeTz i kol§kvimdané gi on 81 n 2 ¢ Waltice D8 & 2013

aj ednoviznamovich konvergenlnlch predpoved2 pty
sphoan rozdiely keympésivanpsikechz model ov Kalflanap j ma p
vyvol 8vaj¥% ot &8zky | dynami ck® rovnice popisuj %
konverguje pri neust8lom raste alebo sa odchyOuj

Je teda mogm®, kgregtpaotmi nul i divody pre ak®koOv
rozli govan® medzi teéi-veomgenkioayvermedzi e ta@a-ria
apesimistickIimi. Avgld, j@orehiB®Rwve® mt awrAnnTigea mi e
vminulosti. Neok !l asi ckl model , e | e g akonzisténtnostiovo svuja) j e | f
ekonomi ckej l ogi ke, bol | asto kritizovanl ako n
st§|grc®trav§vajl/40|ch region8lnych rozdiyélPdawn®Nadgp

je schopnl predv2daS Yzemn® | imity vivoja |
namnl vplyv na rozvoj regi_-nu. Al e ak Ate-ri
r§tia vypovedaciu stclhnmpongonaSa kvaygudg® nvua Sp r§2i srtoukpl u
trojov, pomocou ktorTch sa @reptdre.i nter pretovas

n < N O

3.Odrazrealtyvk oncepl nT ch pr2stupoch, vys

potreagari8ahi ymgivaen Olug yscr opwdjeebyplzlaca y:
VO VvnYtri regi - nu, kt on®e rmealf t¥2 vmel i ners8s
akpRPooesy akpsviet Ouj Yce regi komexte nu k o
f a4kt greovr.e gOt-&1z ksachopnl rozvoja ha z
desaSrolia. Spravidla ide o princz2py
a) , moderni z8ci a exi steuwmjv¥c ioanme npto&lnn
, vn¥%troregion8lna dopravn§ vybavenosS$S
8ci 2, girok8 w asS r podi(Mrier§ G.nTodtimg, z §uj m

- —1

Viznamni m t eor ettejto bdast jepzarfemms @ m nar o%sspmciruy, Ztor ®
sneline8rnymi n8kl admi na dopravu, s¥ zahrnut® d
pr2nos Krugmaahr mypto?l 2 madel ovan®ho vz§Jomn®ho p:
n§kl asrg o rgazeshuvablast i vIiroby.

nal g2m preepeokiomendog®nnych region8lnych te-ri
hnaciu silu rozvoj a. Pplne novim pohOadom je d
znal osob¥%lchV/ te-ri 8§chemag®mny(cphr esmeljig§eh)v technc
exog®nnou reakci ou hkopkdi§ resnnk nwom pulwjsd kteadv? . v Pr
r ast Yc e prodiktivitespsameniacee nd o g ®nny ¢ Ak & a& ¥sor 0 o wvdsahue , Y%s p
aproces Vvidéd Szvamnieo k ®a svi c k e ] produk] nej funkeci i
mar gi n8l nej produktivity jednotlivich faktorov.

KeN m8me zhrn%S vyggie uveden® teoretick® poz!
iteoretick® pr 2 st oqesy woedgri Sogna§jl Yaceg reek8ol nnoemi [k e , mo g n

2
1

vskut olmoashoduwj %c e mi @road se¢emd eg&rgnvyi.sl Je na konce
akt ®rov, do ktoeRbpopomeoki Bdgenlspgoic®m, od ktor T ch
regi on§8§lnej ekonomiky. 1lde o podnikat eldaski® Slc)h,o
vzg8§jomn® zrul nost. mi estnych akt®rov generuj ¥%ci c
schopnosti, ktor® umogdRaij ¥ mym sa pieh vaek oma mi 62V @j
podpori S ho, keN préeacb§ biohmne e sheom ®z iwnaostir m§ c i e
potrebn® na premeny region8lnej ekonomiKky.
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Dynami ku rast%cich vinosov mogno &apécitunfidtemaS ako
aregi - ny niarboswl&g i¥8 mk st8vaj ¥ s a centrmen s Wl as
SchumpeterovskirmgipodaSltnpmine @amojiidentsi fi kovas .
vinovalnich procesoch.

Endog®nne faktorygrderdile aj waleo sita2 vgme kstaavuj ¥ pr 2
vihod plyn¥%cich z:

A priestorovej bl 2zkosti med zi firmami, ktor 8§
i novalnlch |Jinnost2;

A bl 2zkost.i medzi firmami, def i n onedaimmiestitymiak 0 Vv z
agent mi , zdrojom kol ekts?ovcnieahloi z@Brco e s(ut .y z d e“hz8§
medzi subj ekt geografickepsodd ia&linmg,j vbl 2 zkost.i

A ingtitucion8lnej bl 2zkostnior nkyt osrps Siv@entiaj g Ykptro
spolupr8cu mepdeti o aso®rali i za8ci a vedomost 2 p on
(fyzick® osmokwgtnéiimgtiat Yaci e) rozv2jaS orga
interakt2vne velel podpbdbeupbiouesiviprkestoroval nl ch
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Anotace

C2lem tohoto pS2sphNvku j e komparovat Yar oveR 1
Leskosl|l ovenska tamtzdiordun oviyiort? |j €jd amkRa zmobu) nsa f i nan| n?2
EU nDmeck® regiony jako soul 8st vdDt §2ho stg§tn2|
samostatnlich stg§tn2ch YWtvarT, pBt Egmgl pEvgesknoj
Prokomparativn?2 posouzen? rozvoje a konvergence N
(region8l n2 HDP na obyvatel e,hinghr at encehz asnelksttonraun, o s
ve vhRdN a technologi?2ch a dI sjpoonamal yw2o w§rceh oal d
podpory EU u sledovanlch zem2. Ukazuje se, (e za
sil nhDjg?2 a rozvinuthDjg? ekonomi ky ( SRN) nemus?
zvygovsgn2 regieonegl nJekbnsenNgerd .

Kl'2] ov8 sl ova
rozvaoj regiontT, konvergence NUTS 2, ekonomi ck§8 i

Annotation

The purpose of the article is to compare the level of regional growth and convergence of the former
GDR and Czechoslovakia. This is deliveredegluating the recent development of selected EU
memberstates related to financial support from the EUirstly the German regions as part of a
larger state entity and secondly the Czech and Slovak regions as parts of separate states. Five
indicators areselected for comparative assessment of the growth and convergence of the NUTS 2
(regional GDP per capita, unemployment rate, employment in the high tech sector, human resources
in science and technologies and disposable household income). The allodatienElJ financial
support into the selected countries is analyzed apart. It appears, the inclusion of regions of an
independent state (GDR) into larger, stronger and more developed economy (Germany) may not
necessarily mean a higher growth rate and insieg regional convergence in all directions.

Key words
regional development, convergence of NUTS 2, economic integration

JEL classification O57, R11
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V r8mci dosavadn?2 kohezn2 politiky EU | &Z&B;a20znal
region8l n2 konkur enc e sncahpol pRiocovs§tni2 av yztceaimit3esntisaeid roas?t I
napom§8hat finan|ln2? prostSedky soustSedhDn® do st
dosahovsg8n? t Dchto stanovenipalmcedem s0rZ9gNSoOWIn2

spol elpoehskockTl mi zmhDnami konce 20. stolet?z,

Politika hospod§8§Ssk® a soci §l n2 soudrgnost.i j e
vdokumentech z oku 1986, kdy prg8&vn Jemdmsobmdk® ear cmsk I8 |
soudr gnost i novou obl ast pTsobnost:i Evropsk®ho

sakcentem na systematick® vyug2vg§n2 struktur 8l n?2

fondT byla schv§l enavrMaas t1r99c3h t snkeobuo BsSnil pogulveoo mé mn
hlavn2ch ¢c2|1 T fondT soulasnim hospod§SsklIm zmBRn!
politiky pSinesl a ng§sl ednN Agenda 2000, kdy dog
kvyt voSe®@Rfo nm§stroje pSedvstupn2 pomoci , kterl
kandi d§tsklTch zem? stSednBEU.a Rdshedm?2, EtvjropyktpHs
regiongln2 politlilkwbBUdsk® ems alféeuinpi éke rear g% pSc? dkp§o, r y
harmoni ck®ho vivoje rozv?2jz2posiproosazyujhsospwill§ns ik
uzemn2 soudrg8edenagmlBrizes nsieggovg§n2 rozd2I| T mezi Y
regionT a na sn2gen? rzlamhs tréidcdhisaopeal Gommissidnc2€l0z nev 1 h o
Co se tT kg8 vivoje objemu fomlamgmnie holeom?y pdleintsi
hi storicky rostouc? tendenci, kdy ve schvsg8len®n
konvergenciana T st konkurenceschopnost.i a zamhDstnanost

(Evr ops REOuUuNi e,

Zaj 2mavou dasduvistosti autp§ mkARwvE€n2 m kohezn2 politiky |
bTval ® relativnhD vysphRDku®NBm&dthg de makyathisok Dt s & E®
Leskosl ovensko, resp. Leskosl ovensk8 socialistioc
zmiDni | jejich status quo (NDR se stalroge1998u| §st 2
rozdDRDIl i |leaomonsa ad inWe sskto8uwt yr epubl i ku (LR) a Sl ovensk
Vi 8§ mc i soviDt sk®ho bl oku pat Sily oba st @my ( NI
nejvyspnhDl ej g2 m. MNDSeno naps§. Yar ov n?2 spolelensl
Leskwesdsoxko koncem 70. l et 20. stolet? ostatnz ||
pomoci) o cca 25 %, NDR dokonce e&@8wW?dce Bie@l| 30 N
pSedstavovala cca 30 % rozlohy a ccav@®di 1% o8 v
rozlohy LSF a mhbDlo zhruba 45 % jej2ch obyvatel
1. C2] a metod

C2lem tohoto pS2sphRvku je komparovat wwroveR ro0

Leskosl ovenska #aomhodsmbjdalj,ivyha kg dwlvaashh®u rrea | fi it Ma |
podporu EU nBDmeck® regiony | @k&®s @auls§otvenBkP? hree

| 8§8sti samostatnlch st8tn2ch Vat var T, inptSagIrean’ngnzme
seskUkEd.elni2st ou souvisl oomt d zes mMdBPEnhBvasal miv poj my
konvergencepy ol ovi nD 90. et 2t Rmi A ul-Bhaortd enoelag ekanleaB 2 gen N
Se| ehokonvergenci vn2maj 2 jako sni goelmidomiokdly]l

vpr TbRhu doby, vedle toho b konvergangiehjpakd cheg
Y% ovn?2 s |ekahanké@BarrocSald-Martin, 2004) (Young&Higgins&Levy, 2004).

Pozornost je soust SedhNna na regiony na Yar ovoni N L
LR a SR zaSazeny nav2c regiony Ra kRoauksokuas,k oj apkSoe dds¢

Z e mi terit~ori§InD bl 2zkou, od roku 1995 je |l ene
vysokou vi & maon tiERUna wbyvatele PS woce 2000 por ovn 8n? EU 27
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dos §hl u Rakouska hbldhotlyR 18@, ) en NAlsa RBHR 50 bc
Codo rozlohy i poltu obykRifepSikemgovoateha®j ae
occa® a pol et obyvat el meng2 o cca 9 %.

Pro komparativn2 posouzen? fdaechvajeentabikobyvenvgeéransg
A regiong8l n2 HDP na obyvatele jako z8kladn2 kor
A m2ra nezamDsginamw,stkt er 8 ukazuj ek mtae zm?2rauh ncazpl

EU, kterTm je zamhDstnanost,
A jako virazTpooteamko®dbmi ky byl vybr8&n ukazatel
ru

0 zamBDst nhhinptsttieaowh sekto ve sledovanlch r e
oa |lidsk® zdroje ve vpRDdD a technol ogi ?ch,

A jako wukazatel gi votn?2 Yar ovniD byl zvolen dis
NUTS 2.

Zvl 89S je ahatgzivBaml md podpory EU u sledovanic

Vizkumem byly ovhRSovg&ny dvD hypot®zy:

| . Silng8 nDmeck§vegohomt Ba p¥ssphN{ amN8eno -HDP na
mNSeno ukazavelitSbyegod) bTval ®RINDRZg§padniha e
je vygg2, neg tomu bylo u st8&tT vzniklTch rozdnl
1. Alokace finanln2 podpory EU adekvg§tnhD napl Ru
zem2ch.

] rozvoje pomopdsokazzat plbToan8agmd) ebyR000 ¢
ergence byl y viysunglrtoyd am2nr8y owacrhiyd bkial ia yvar i al |
trativnost visledkT jsou propolty doplnhRny i

- x <

Tvo
onv
| us

2. Visledky a diskuze

VichojzPgt Bn2m byl a Y%r oveR vyzberkd midont? nu lose2i0dbe |, T ty e
PDroveR je hodnocena pomoc?2 aritmetick®ho pr Tmhr
1).Vt abulce jsou tulnhD vyznaleny bognoty hoejgP ep Ra
vykazuje nejreggdndlonihmt HDR mASe ohpzamBbenanowst i
nezanedbatelnhD pSedstihuje tBepadmkoNlme cpkdoe.dsTd h
v¥r ov ni di sponibiln2hectHTzmddDOnHom§tBesh2uk¥eravg
“urovn®ce 2000 Slovenska?2 SRondNikdek T gde kewda pij vfd ve v
vykazuje nejvygg?2 prTITmRDrnou reghenpgi g2 hbddoouut
vikonn®s Rako ktem8& Se oulm®bighnerm sektdari dosahuje hodnotu

nejnigg2 (zde je jej2zm protip-lem vysphDlI ® Z8padn

Tab. 1: PrTmRrng region§8ln2 %roveR vybranlic
ukazatel jednotka cz SK DEE |DEW |AT DE
Regions8lnepng o obyvatel 13638 11200 209200 23363 24256 23014
obyvatele

5 o m g o 2 : !'PPS naobyvatel 7026 5840 12620 15455 15145 14801
M2 m&zamhRs {% 8,93 17,68 1592 572 428 7,32

Li dsk® zd1% z ekonomicky
2 technol daktivnez 29,85 28,75 39,03 38,07 27,97] 38,27

ZamRDstnand% z C ¢
tech sektoru samDst na 4,19 4,36 3,87 4,93 4,46 4,72
Zdroj:vl astn?2 zpracov8§n?2 na
PSi porovng§n2 relace maxfmch jpedhgzbivaehibkbhukeamat
pSevi sm2pmju2 nezamNDstnanost. (4, 13kr 8t pSepadbDj e
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disponib | n2 ho dTchodu dom8cnost? jde zhruba o trojn
zhruba o dvojn8sobek (2,17). Rel ace podstatnDD ni
vi konnost.i a konkurenceschopnaM2za maxhmomodi dc

pSevyguj e mi ni m8I| n2 Higb decho sektoru jg menNDalt ma n chsotd n @t ou
nejvyrovnanhj g?2

2.1 Variabilita rTstu a konvergence NUTS 2

Variabilita je posuzovg&na spS¥ypiddsBomoni 6f | R2V0Hd® da
dom§cnost?2 jsou posledn?2 data zveShghtedisektorw a r ok
byl naposled zjigSovs&§n za rok 2008. RTst byl mi
mezi sledovanimi dvMUWBS rdkya up$ednwgnowizeémi . Pr
byl vypol ten i ndex rTstu varialvmrR?hal hdoelii kioer i
hraniln2ch let jedm®j! vypohtRUT&r2tamepock® pr Tmr

Graf1:Geomé r i ckT pr TmRr rTstu regionT NUTS 2 vybranT

—
2,000 3 o

-2
1,800 =
1,600
1,400 -
1,200 -
1,000 -
0,800 -
0,600 -

Cz SK DE E DEW AT DE

RHDP-obyv m DDD @nezam. ' HRST m EHTS
Legenda: RHDRobyv.= r egi on81l n?2 hrubT dom§c? produkt na obyvatele;
nezam=m2r a nezamBDstnanosti ; HRST = | i dzs&®Ngzdrighjteelstekiouv Dd N a t ¢

Zdr oj : vl asntan 2z 8zkplraadcio vd8ant2 Eur ost

Graf 1 odr8¢g2? realitu nejnigg2ho prTmRDrn®ho rTs
prvn?2 sloupec), stejnhN | ak-odrudlgupdc)g Yo2bhoou rtTrkscthut o ¢
ukazatel2ch viraznn rostou regiony Slovenska, n
vIvoj nezamhDstnanost tj . hoddannolcrrenperJbeI ®orrpean ns@e

bT val ® NDR vypoS§dalay ukaguPpe,j akhespalpSehiv toho
NDmecka.

Geometrickl prTmRr wukazatel T potenci 8illutveuTltkonn
sloupec a EHTS p8§tT sl oupe@SPE pad®z HRSTv pomRrnhD vyrovne
zemDmi ,dealveykiazmj 2 regiony blTval® NDR ng§sledovan
hodnoty, cog ale mTge blt zapS2linhDno relativnt

zamDstnanost. ) 3
vhigh tech sektoru sepS2epvaid D] a keskai (poki€s) MRsartkapttuin € Ic Ih

zem2ch je prTmNRrnl region§ln2 rTst relativnhD vyr
Naproti tomu Graf 2 ilustruje zmRDnu variability
Na prvn? rpI’OJhIpaitr]leénZ\péSregyeamlanzch trendT, tedy sn
NUTS2vj ednotlivich zem2ch, tSebage ne ve vgech uk:
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Graf22l ndex r Tstu varrieadinerhJo MNWwTeS i iveynbtruanl ch ukaza
1,400

1,200 +—
1,000 T T T -_|
0,800 +— t I

0,600
0,400
0,200
Cz SK DE E DE W AT DE
RHDP-obyv m DDD =nezam. HRST ®mEHTS
Legenda: RHDPobyv.= r egi on81l n?2 hr unbal odboynv8act2e | gr odouck = di sponibiln
nezam=m2r a nezamBDstnanosti ; HRST = | i dzs&®Ngdrighteelsstekiouv Dd N a t ¢
Zdr oj : vl asntan 2z 8zkplraadcio vd8ant2 Eur ost
Lze konstqta@Wﬁﬁ,tageeglalnlﬁ'[useegwd)gﬁla2h/o HDP na
SIovensk'l'utSrecb\mgmgj%/lm&”’Steo se viraznnDji zvligila va
(DDD),vr egi onech blval ® NDR vzrostl a hedsdlirdnsik | vclhz n a
zdroj T ve vihDdND a technologi2ch (tj. pro regiony
zhl|l edi skpomrdwe 8hzwt 82 mi zemDmi ) . M2rn® zvlgen?2 ve
Z8padn2ho NRDmecekga ,on& | nd pvatdtebtBkwnbao uobukazat el 2 ch p
vi konnost.i a konkurenceschopnost.

2.2 Vivoj alokace finanln2 podpory EU

j alokace fim&mdin2vypwdamirygh E&Jkoonomi k je sl e
: resp. 2010 (vtobpomp&S2patteohuvhebhoDp, ral a
vztahukpo| t u obyvat el d a2)® e\klonnhoamd 2kny o bvd egh.r2 onT diltee ru® N

j sou al edispoaiti pogze Idatakza celou zemiok 1990, u Rakouska rok 1995, tj. rok
pSi st dupleaidpS2padhN LR a Slovenska rok 2000, k d
prost SedkyramcongbeBHMsvYupn2 pomoci

Zt abul ky 2 vyplTvsg, ¢ge pSevg§gn§ vhDtgina zdrojT
zem2ch na konviEvgewcimrlegaongdIm sl edovan®m obdob
pouze NDmecko a Rakousko), tak v del g2m sl edovar
podpory. Zvli §gtn2 vivoj voybkdaozbuzp 6210pOolt 2@t Rakbods ko
s ni @ g hranici 55 %.

Zaj 2maviDjg? j e ale srprvwmrg2n abedmb2 vhdoch podhopi
podpory na obyvateley R a na Sl oveas&hr nwntedb oo jze zmSedvst ug
2000. NMmemt ko owdob?2 up Peovyppujoeu RAikjoautsk o o cca 40
zdel g2 doby oédi sptSenceenc e, ale je mogn® dedukovat
bT val ® NDIRg2 M/ obdob? je patrn®, ge se rozdzly

pSekvapiivwil rneeljavty g g2 podporu z2ms&j§visgdhNNDmeelkat, i kn ?
pSevyguje o necellch 25 %; pSevigen2 Rakouska SI
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Tab.22VIi voj al okace finanln2 podpory EU do vybranTc
Alokacefirlmn| n2 podpor |jednotka CzZ SK DE AT

do roku 2000 na mil EUR X X | 26 309,20 1 706,30

do roku 2000 1 i EUR X x| 543780 472,40

konkurenceschopn
do roku 2000* celkem mil EUR 97,90 60,70| 31747,00f 2178,70

do roku 2010 na mil EUR | 7581,50| 3 667,00 64 415,70, 4 247,50

do roku 2010 1 igur | 430,00] 39870| 1642820 2 413,20

konkurenceschopn

vr 8§ mc i pSedvstup ,

do roku 2010 mil EUR | 1 055,70 682,30 X X
do roku 2010* celkem mil EUR | 9067,20| 4 748,00/ 80843,90| 6660,70

do roku 2000 na EUR/obyv. X X 320,21 213,23

do roku 2000

konkurenceschopn EUR/obyv. X X 66,18 59,03

VI 8§ mc i pSedvstup

do roku 2000 EUR/obyv. 9,53 11,24 X X
do roku 2000 na obyvatele* celkem EUR/obyv. 9,53 11,24 386,39 272,26

do roku 2010 na EUR/obyv.| 721,58| 675,95 787,46 507,15

do roku 20101 EURiobyv. |  40,93| 7349 20083 28813

konkurenceschopn

vi 8§ mc i pSedvstup

do roku 2010 EUR/obyv. | 100,48 125,77 X X
do roku 2010 na obyvatele* celkem EUR/obyv. | 862,99| 875,21 988,29 795,28
*v|ietnhD finanln?2 podporyEBULR, rSmecvepsSlkavstupn2 podpory
Pozn.pol et obyvatel za rok 2000, resp. 2010.

Zdroj: vliastn?2 zpracovg8§n?2 na z8kladn dat

Z posouzen?
zc?2 | T
obewnmMazn®

3 al okace
vi sl ellegistkapdpognl c?2 Ze
pSevate

podpory kpaeezat? @pph
konvergence
p ®¢t b ohjei@dmdnluy® pe koment ovan

e tdpk
z2sk

o ‘&

n®a
v §
|

nejv2ce je pSevyguje NRDmecko (o 55 %) ,p$h2§mdcedluj
podpory c¢c21l e konkurenceschopnost:i a rTstu naopa
posunvir o0zl ogéekdv® podpory), NDmecko dosahuje zhrub
se ocit8 na Yovni cca 25 % a Lesk8 republika do
C2l em hospod§S’~sk® a soci 8l n?2 §oudrgnosti j e sn
regiony |l ensklch zem? a to pSedevg2m u Anovict
PSedpokl §8d&8 mse, pgenaho <c2lte¢ . r&ginomrgilgrhcpolietgi loy

smNSove&nej zdaoostr &lgéjompZTchl | enskf 8§ mciekDsibayikan gV n?2
zamBDstnanost.i

konkurenceschopnost.
pomoc.i

konvergence s 2 | e m

a
Thro h aa gy ms ir egé @ lnzy§ jjmeug t vy tv@pSee,

gi votn?
regionT |mi2valT&lad pZagkp avd 1

j

e

CTeotru

sou podp

pro regi

Var ovnnh

Vysok

NKD

co | z

SetNzov®h&meiekel ® EU.

Prezentovan8§ anallza wukazuj e, ge sic

NDmecka zvigen2 %rovnhD vikonu a

vgak na prTmDrnou YroveR

obdob?2, kdy obaLRamosSt awvekRs&xwi8% yrel ativni
zm2nNnich ukazatel T, pSpoddttatregk@mngn 2bd ivad i®i
hypot ®zy je tedy nut ostnagtatadentnk hoa®m @emeren®mppa
| asov®m Y¥seku po sjednocen? NDmecka.
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pozornost. anallzy povagovat na pozitivnhD se
nezamhDstnanosdadap!| Pwjdd @2 chilobdnloazat el T hodnot2c?2ch
z8l eg?2 nejen na vichoz?2 dosagen® Yrovni, ale tal
Acenter excel encehq a hdorsupho®l §IS§ & ®i poysPagen@&egt
konstatovat, dge ag na VvIijimku ukazmilmrd ed Ad a o kadl
regiony blval ® odORtwne mér anmy ry2z oy anl mi regiony v

zde(v bT valdv®y gNNDR)m2 Se k o nuv evragrei nacbei |(i=t yp)o krleegsi on T .

PomDr prostSedkT alokovanich na kom&maigeeV ndpsak
kohezn?2 politiky na prefepenovn&kmhvealgaace pébeé
obyvatele, nen? pSekvapowm@®mnakpedmuc&yraplumi gvys

ve sl edovan®m dl ouh®m obdobh?2 Y%klbok poidpoeypkospBc
variabilita jeho magdonfhosessnaguj epSekvapi v® |
vysokourmMsdtov@®ral okpecepaSsokdmesamMgence regionT n
relativnhD slabg? | eskou a slovenskou ex®wnbrmi.ku.
ge finan]| n2 al okace prostSedkT putoel| mdlp | vReodveSmy? s
politikou negdg ekonomi kou. JesoBBbabdabHaje gezpot
ve vn2m8n2 Aekonomi ck® opord8nicait ntlxngons2t iefik o naoknickhyk.o
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Anotace

Region8l n2 konkurenceschegpgnosgl n viedRAta vello momik
diskt ovan® Vte®maztahu k cel kov® soci oekonomi ck®
konkurenceschopnost vn2m8na jako schopnost Yiazemr
hodnocen? Y%spRhRchu je zahrnuta cel &8 Sada podstat
rege onu. C2lem tohoto pS2sphRDvku je zhodnotit kor
z8kl adhD jejich socioekonomick® YarovnhD a indexu

kl 2] ov® faktory region8l n2 konkur eopnosts ahopnos
socioekonomi ck8 %rovedostyehkhmo miec kdlemie i anigshaowigdlan
Za obdob20ll. POOVeden® anallzy prok8zaly pSetr
vsoci oekonomi ck® Yrovni a konkuradryc eas zhbop rkoesnt i%zm
potvrdily platnost hlavn2ch Lfeskt® e pkudon k icreencesc

Kl'2] ov8 sl ova
regi on8l n2 konHKuwurke moegs aheagpmmns8tl nsokbokkoaomeskBop
regiontT, HDP, region NUTS 11

Anotation

Regional competitiveness is relatively new but often discussed issue in the field of regional science
and economic geography. In relation with the overall s@@onomic level of regionspmpetitiveness

is considered as the ability of regions to segsfully compete with others and many aspects of the
sociceconomic performance are taken into account in the evaluation. The aim of this paper is to
assess competitiveness of regions in the Czech Republic on the basis of the@c@oainic
performanceand the regional competitiveness index (RCI), and then to identify key factors of
competitiveness of regions in the Czech Republic. Both the-emmimmic level and regional
competitiveness are determined by selected economic and social indicatorblavfaildhe period of
20072011. The analysis showed lasting significant disparities between the capital of Prague and the
rest of the country and confirmed validity of the main factors of competitiveness of regions in the
Czech Republic.

Key words
regioral competitiveness, factors of regional competitiveness, -sacioomic level of regions, GDP,
NUTS Il region

JEL classification: R12
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Ekonomi cklT tr@gan¢aejh je«k omomi k §c pojmgne kbnkurenceschopnBsti s poj e
jako z8&8kladn2ho mhRS2tka dlouhodob® ¥sphRgnost.i f
(Wokoun, 20190 Teor et i c k ®, met odol ogi eh&chdpnogi vea dmysiluc k ® o
konkurenceschopnosp o dni kKT j sou v delbdro miecflp@opyad®i ir &/gi on
konkurenceschopnost. tomu tak vgak nenz. PSitom
anallzg8ch a teoPezdTkazRop§ma2chowsviln2 to s pozn
kter® jsou z8kladem n8rodn2? konkurenceschopnost:i
st Setu me z i tvTrci znal ost 2 a jejich ugsizvat el
pSedevg?2m na tom, jak se podaS$S2 dan®mu regionu
skupinami subjektT.

m dpTrvoold ejmg Vv

g obnN kl ade¢sovlDzgPNngT
vV® ekonomicd BN

g 2 dn d
to r dboichgca kng esBovni nadns§
t ®mu omezen? r n8rodn2ch srt 88mcTi, pkrt oevr §&d 1
roekonomi ck® hadespad§PPk,& gpadairadiiidyv. ® st §ty | s
m§ n yegiopyavk § mc i nadn8rodn2ch integhal aRtcehr s epiut
i g onvlkitveRUu§ 2e k o ytonpostupy® e j spy¥ ge podobaj 2 postu
or it ( M. P oBdernoebdn, N j29g®0 6r)o.z bor d o s nkurprnecedchdphiostier at ur
byl publli koou@®ins eauRegiyonw | n?2 staodbar M@ . k ANox
kurenceschopnost regi onWokwrump SRk ® WKirieqd | ao vig8e s\k
C Damborski , M201P)N] udm@ g pMSelplreacyovhiteratury
publ i ka Pater,aMu (9901999, Capello, R., Nijkamp, Pet al. (2009)Huggins, R(2003),
Turok, . (2003),Skokan K.(2004),Viturka M. (2007).

1. C2| a metody

C2lem tohoto pS2 s purencksohopister ezih o a T o tLietspodBojaiigb pub | i k
socioekonomi ck® %rovnhD aaidemdéxkbokamkiulfe@hoe®clh @ik
konkurenceschopnostie gi on T L e skoRledenermasukbultiek yygees tpr oj ev-em Kk on|
schopnosti jez e | m®kn@an o mi ¢ k § vikonnost pBichraahevé&nil ehe
nek, byyautoryzvoleyproanthIozdmot 2c?2 projevy konkkazateletceschopg

A HrublT dom§-m2Sepsd dwhkit e z8kl adn? u kegiona t e ek
pSedstavuj 2c? agregovanl ekonomickl vi
do§ & dildirdvaekonomickou situaci regionu.

A M2ra nezanrfl$d thsatnowujie nejpSesnhNj g2 ekonomic
dokreslujeomktk@8un3i ekani region z dTvodu
zmNDny v cekonomi

A PrTmRDrnl-zpBPaem? skaiz@lte?2 Ydioymdnirkeifllrektaudre
uspk 0 j ov §n?2 z8kl adn2chpop Stedeéeb elaskahi gsttienred

I
ko

~ dlouhodoboune amNstnanost? pSedstavuje kl2]lovl uk:
A Pod?| dl ouhodob®i wlkkazaatbDslt n am®esd st avuj 2 c?
nezamBDstnanost i . DIl ouhodobD nezamNDstnan? z

trendy v oborzzmDsDInawnhhsdo & lree pSi sp2v§ ke z\
A Hrub§8 pSi dialif§ eljodridotukazatevVypF2tp&Hinodan o u olle

viegionu jako pSedpoklad soulasn® a budouc?
A Pol et obyviatkalzat @d i mkéwdstoregiodu.n 2 a't

Region8l n2 konkurenceschopnost regionT LR je por
c2lem bylo mimo jin® sestavit gebS2| ek regionT E
(Wokoun R. , Krejlov88boNskl KMuSi IPVISucha, MDam 201
konkurenceschopnost.i zahrnoval vybran® ekonomic
regiony NUTS Il v Ev2®9sk® wunii za obdob? 2006
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2. Vybran® z8kl adn? wukazat el enceschopngs

a socioekonomick® YarovnDhD reqi

Podl e hodnoty indexu region8ln?2 konkvuTrjeinrrq:keosuchI—pr.r
m. Pradyula® polovinhD sestaven®hoRClvra ppk®hd2 gredc
Vi 8§ mc i evropsk®ho srovng8§n2 ukazuje Tabul ka 1.
Tab.1 : PoSad?2 regioegdi oR8§pbodl eohkdegnoceschopnosti
PoSad8 mui Region RCI
20 Praha 50,45%
165 St Sedn? Lechy 36,27%
193 Ji hoz8pad 32,04%
226 Jihovichod 28,25%
228 Severovichod 27,35%
232 St Sedn2 Morava 25,65%
241 Moravskoslezsko 23,23%
245 Severoz8pad 22,70%
Zdroj:( Wokoun R., Krejlov8 N., KouSilovg§ J.,

ZuvedenlTch hodnot RCI je azrSejPuiahwiur aaznds traotznd?2ni
Socioekonomi ck8 YaroegRopHOKk®@mnyyhNDbEemg&jon!$a pbge?nmit er e

Evropsk® unie, zejm®na Pol ska, MaNarska, a Rumun
Tab.2: PoSad? regi onfBgioByU IsR ovnatel nTch s
PoSadgmgi Region RCI
238 Slaskie 23,96%
239 Wielkopolskie 23,72%
240 Stredn® Sl ovenskqg 23,62%
241 Moravskoslezsko 23,23%
242 L-dzkie 22,96%
243 Malopolskie 22,86%
244 Nord-Est 22,75%
245 Severoz8pad 22,70%
246 £s zmlkf ° | d 22,64%
247 Vichodn® Sl ovensk| 2232%
248 SudVest Oltenia 22,24%
249 Dolnoslaskie 22,20%
Zdroj;( Wokoun R., Krejlov§ N., KouSilov§ J.,
Z§k|~adn2,m ukazatelem pro hodnocen? soci oekonomi
kterl pSedstavuje hodnotu statkT a slugeb, jeg b
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Tab.3:VIvoj region8ln2ho HDP b.c. (NUTS 11), rok 2¢
PrTmRrn® t e

NUTS I 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 | HDP (2000:2011)

Praha | 17761] 10092 18554 19086| 19013 1,06

St Sedn? L| 166,71| 176,33| 169,05/ 169,59| 174,54 1,05

Ji hoz8pad| 15547 154,34 153,77 156,17 157,80 1,04

Sever oz§8p| 150,67| 156,27 158,66/ 154,78 153,00 1,04

Severovlic| 146,33 15054| 147,62| 149,73| 151,07 1,04

Ji hovlcho| 159,38 167,87 16538 164,93| 167,89 1,05

St Sedn2 M 15141 162,03| 159,24 158,69| 161,68 1,04

Moravskoslezsko 167,98 177,92| 166,49| 171,37| 177,38 1,05

LR 161,37| 169,56| 165,62| 167,40 169,25 1,05

Legenda:

nad pr TmRrem L pod pr TmRrem LR srovnateln

Zdroj;( Wokoun R., Krejlovg& N., KouSilovsg J.,

Na z&kladhD hodnot kumulINWT&Nn @ |z nuifebdiehBP B h me @ in ®n T
konstatbhvadiska vl voje socioekonomick® ¥YrovnhD ex

Praha

Hl avn?2 mNDsto vykazuje dlouhodobhD nejvygg?2 hodn
sl edovan®m obdob? vysoko plSietsmt ujcenh a pa K mdr iL Rv
atraktivn2ho regionu s viraznhD odlignou struktu
PSestoge prTImRDrn®rtveathpop od Pt mNHBP edovan® dek§dy
polovinhDN, sv® domi nBnaha pb8§teaveohov§vg§ a tento

pokral ovat .
Tab.4 . PrTmRDrn® tempo rTstu HDP v Praze

PrTmRrn® tempo rTstu HDP v Pr

2001-2006 1,08
20072011 1,04
Zdroj: ( Wokoun R., Krejlovsg N., Koy2i2) ov g J. |,

Socioekonomick8 YWroveR re@isdtrmid nBlmavreyghonfilhs LR \z:
jeho konkurenceschopnosti podR€EI.

Regiony, jejichg pS2rTstek HDP viznamnh pSek

V r 8mci Yar ovnhD NUTS |1 do t®to skupiny pat S? r

poSad2 StSedn2ch Lech nepSi n§pmldze @godunbRe vy rr casztn$®e dprS
bl 2zkosti hl avn2 ho mDsta, sjtehoa idnovbers@&mul nd?o pir arvenz?i
ostatn?2 regiony. Vivoj St Sedn2ch Lech je poziti

proto, ge Praha nem8 vDtg2 rezervy vhodn®ho WYzer
v cenhD prs8&aeza PoadmkT a St Sedn? mi Lechami. Ur | i
Prahy mTge m2t wvliiv na dekoncentraci investic a
dS2ve dlouhodobhD negativnhD ovlivRov§né&tuepre§v N Pr :
S ovan®m-2dbdo b2y 12 a0 mNDrnT pS2r Tstek HDP v t Nsi

@
o <
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Socioekonomi ck® postaven? regiom@gmodpeesdk® jrepa
nicm®nN m2ra jeho Azabou§ vwsSr2pia dew $hokeSs. mdys Rem v
porovng8n?2 konkurenceschopnost.i j ezatSazend k utegli mm
slabg?2 pol B@iny gebS2] ku

Anallza regionu Moravskosl ezsko pSingeb&2 |wkrul it
konkurenceschopnbsi viraznhD zaost8v®oblmdstrcmesie slinRa vij ede
EU), kumulovan§ zmhDna jeho eR0OO shijckn@owul fendmohtol
Vi § mc i ob-20 b1, 2pé7S'ty$jegdn2ncBrg lv e cuhk8aczhu.j eT @nbau prkdad i5n u
t ®t o skuptSeZIInlovstpSZmIch zahraniln2zch investic. D
| er pg8§n?2 prostSedkT ze strukturg8&8ln2ch fondT EU b
HDPvobdob22012j@e®®ou regiondgm®.pSiblignhN ste

Tab.5 : PZl na 1 obyv. (KI)

Region NUTS I PZI
Praha 1002 383
St Sedn2 Lech 196 976
Moravskoslezsko 134 326
Jihoz8pad 131 835
Jihovichod 125 227
Severovichod 110 804
Severoz8pad 109 546
St Sedn2 Mor a\v 64 171
LR 229 108

Zdroj : LR@B2 a LSD,

Regiony,j ej pSBA g Tst ek HDP je srovnatelnl s pS2rTs

Na z8kl @ldddk T ursbeleb8hd ch®tvo kategorie spad§ regic
tak® St Sedn? Morava. Je patrn®, e totmS2rpddali v
konkurenceschopnosti, takwS2 padhD pS2r Tstku HDP ve vztahu k L
pS2tomnost 2 dr uh®ho nej silRDmMiPsha Bkomomi RKkkKBhdd

konkurenceschopnost regi ongeb $otlREIadgr whao drne®y i joenhe
Jihozg8pad, kterlT vykazuje podstatnhD nigg?2 pS2rT.
zdTvodnit znal nl mi obowrégiorech2yn$ 2 pla &sip aré giaommu VNUTS |
se jednsg pSede vg2m®oml’ésktom031inky(vikbnn cel ® sv(
dal §2ch mDst, pSedevg2m Jihlavy) a RakauskénmBav aj 2 c 2
Sl ovenskem na stranhD druh®. Region NUTS 11 Ji
Ji hol gskal vkirkeonnBjag?2 PlafabRligypll Tk § z

Region NUTS 11 StSedn? Moraf@MlkeékbowbBsnePansijkl
avgak i zde je tSeba [ uvindomit znaln® vnit$n

(zl 2 nlscknge raag e ) a Ol om c a zbytkem regionu. Z1 2
vl etech 2008 a 2009 b y pS2rTstky jeho HDP na
me z i ekonomicky nejslabg? regi ony. UTSdlddgieny i nde x u
um2stily na posledn2ch m2stech evrofmk®Phd egkb6t
regionT.

S
ou
y |
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Tab.6: VIvoj region8ln2ho HDP b.c. (NUTS I111), rok
Region NUTS llI 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011

Hl avn? mRDst o

St Sedo| eskT 166,7| 176,3| 169,0) 169,6| 174,5
JiholeskIl kr

Pl zeRskT kr aj 161,4 156,0| 161,0| 164,0

Karl ovarskT

Dsteckl kr aj 156,0| 163,0/ 166,1| 161,9| 160,4

LibereckIl kr

Kr 8l ov®hr ade

PardubickT kr 156,5| 1596

Vysolina 158,8 158,0 160,0
Ji homoravskl 159,6 171,7 168,5 168,5 171,2
Ol omouckIl kr

Zl 2nskl kraj 1538 167,4| 1646 161,2] 1649
Mor avskosl ezqg 168,0 1779 166,5 1714 1774
Lesk§ republi 1614/  1696| 1656| 167,4| 169,2

Legenda:

nad pr TmDrem L pod pr TmRDrem LR srovnateln

Zdroj:( Wokoun R., Krejlovg N., KouSilovg J.,

Po proveden?2 anallzy indik8toru r e§imo ikgiegs®de o Yr oV n
dvhD skupimy rlédiioonoT:avns2krin Dk rnagd pjra@knddr nN  riTstovT,
scel orepubli kbyTviysoleindam Al 2nskl, PlzeRskl a BDs
resp. m2rnhD podpr TmRrviil] irmksotuo vk& . ddtdele 2008 2 @PLeh@,a e
Pl zeRske®hoc&r ap08 se tyto kraje pravdDpodobnD v

vyrovn@opaaiytmnsfermacep/orovn§nFms regiony, pSedengm n |
Dsteckl krajomBedsmgsbpeuv]it® pStzqmunn®geijeeklvcapje
ze struktur8&8lnhD nejv2ce zasagenl region vykazov

hodnoty jeho HDPwe zi kr aj sk®m sr ov nréenj2h onregorane. S0P 9z d &1 @IS&
HDP dokonce pohyboval nad celorepublikoyéu o v n 2 .

Regiony, jejichg pS2rTstek je viznamnhD pod p

Na zdStklvadaj T Uabdcdgrel orogm® konstatovat, ¢Jge do t ®t
regiony NUTS 1I1: Jihoz8pad, Severoz8pad a Seve
Jihoz8pad se podle hodnoty i ndexu konkurencesc
regiony, pSedevg2mjeg§sj ak dabelkp phicliRe|®@hlo®ku akr aj i
naopak pSil2st n2zk® hopdioh|yGkdemkiotoormnp « tkI®i kvd wiom nioc
Tento nemédmBNne pravdNpodobnpPi ehmmeNBTSgel veegr
Jihoz8pad jako cel ek, [ pSes n2zkou ekonomickou
| ®pe nedg jin® regkoasyhezglkim@®dahdMorahod nebo St ¢
vy kaizutf @énzi vnhRj g2 ekonomickl rTem2stRielgimam Peviee d
VI 8§ mc i L R. Sl abg konkurenceschopnost regionu
ekonomi skem aTdal g2mi faktory, kter® jsou podrc
kraje, Bsteckl a Karlovarskl, proch§zej2 vlekl
restrukturalizac2dl|l ktleo & bncILgestpaSgarlé[csnSa@le@lma§pag
Jejich m2ra nezamDstnanost. vysoce pSekraluje c
koncentruj?2 struktur8l nhD postigen® regiony (okr
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Posl edn?2 dostupn8 dataevagak mndzsnal uj v mkEirhdw ale

Dstke®am, | ak ukaZedroZmdlunBlaadi hloa g Tszu ekonomi cl
region Severovlchod. Vgechny t Si kr aj eobtdod32 c 2
20002011.PonNkud pSekvapivhD nejnigg? hodnoty hluboko
u Libereck®hkKarklray ar. siSlprmal kur &aj em tvoS2 skupinu dv
LR.
Tab.7: HDP/obyv. (20062 0 1 0) . LR=100%
2006 2007 2008 2009 2010
L R 100 100 100 100 100
Praha 210,4 2141 216,1 213,2 216,0
St Sedn? 93,8 93,2 92,5 89,6 87,9
Ji hozs§g 92,6 89,4 84,5 86,1 86,6
Sever oz 79,9 78,8 77,8 81,2 78,7
Severov 83,4 82,4 80,9 81,4 81,8
Ji hovT ¢ 88,7 89,3 89,9 90,8 89,7
St Sedn? 77,4 77,5 79,6 80,5 79,7
Moravskoslezskg 83,2 83,8 85,3 82,2 84,3
Legenda
nej hor g2 nejl epg? 5
Zdroj: vliastn?2 wvipolt

Dal g2m vhodnTm souhrnnlm ukazatelem proa porovr
soci oekonomi ckn® Yreov iDP/roebgyivoat mdb @ Ruj eabsit &an 8h 2

vytvoSen®ho HDP na 1 obyvatele v jednotlivich
pr TmRDr u. Cel kovDhD jye jneodgnnoot | $2vdic,h gegpe@mlIr vT] i C ¢
jsou relativnhD dlouhodobl stabiln?, pSesto | ze z

postaven? nDkterlpcohrorve:n@a(ira]selzeem m&ra Twt ku HDP.
nejni gg2 YroveR HDIP/egh)y)\nzmtéSItéSesiaZulMa)zlajva w Seve
jevPr aze. Druh® poSad2?2 ng§leg? StSedn2m Lech§m. Z
hodnoty pohybuj2c2 se hdrnubl@tiZzZ podegi §mDr éine | RR
pozorovat pSekvramgijdmeéc hv T Mdreadksykows | ezsko a Seve
nejni gg2 hodnoty indexu konkurenceschopnostii, a
vporovoS8hat B2 mi rergdgonyOhmRotniejthomu regiony Sever
kter®rBmbpptBe pygeEmBe h,®ouwt RBtlo pS2padhN um2stNny

Tab. 8: PrTmDrn®20HOpP/ obyvatele (2006
Region Pr TmRDr HDP/ odbyiQ) L R210MC
Praha 214,0
L R 100,0
St Sedn2 Le 91,4
Jihovichod 89,7
Jihoz8pad 87,8
Moravskoslezsko 83,7
Severoz8pa 82,0
Severovlich 79,3
St Sedn? Mo 78,9
Zdr oj : vliastnz wvipolt
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Ekonomicks§ strwkhktggran mpeogi2dwews ok dwu Dt pofriotds jeo u
pSedpokl adem pro zvygovs8n2 jeho cel kov® socioek:
podm2niDna dostatel nhD kwalbiofrink onvasreadl| Ema ano vord?p o i? |
na trhu plra®ceukaGrugfety pSAtochuBb & ¥ 2k ombDsd MOrPur,aha
kterl je nestratvmZamiel mdgisony.
Graf 1 Vivoj hrumh® ipdKiBdlan® hodnoty v
900000
800000 //\/— .
700000 +—— {UnSRYN
—WAK2T t LJ
600000 i
—{ SPSNRI }
500000 / — — —{ SOSNR 08
400000 - WA K2 @gé OK
300000 | p— — {UnSRYN
/
/ - \Oravskoslezsko
200000 . . . T T T
2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011
. ] Zdr oj : LSb, 201
Graf 2: VIivoj hrumb® iNKIEdlan® hodnoty v
— Praha
1 000 000 —{ GnSR26Sa1e
—WAK26Sa18& 1)
800 000 // —tf16z316 1N
—YI NI 20 Na1eé
600 000 — aiS01e {NIE
—[ A0SNBO1& 1N
400 000 —YN} £ 2PSKNIF RS
e t I NRdzoA Ol é |
200 000 — - treazoéAyl
— — —=WA K2Y2NI Ja1 ¢
0 , , : : : : , ht 2Y2dz01é& 1N
%t Nyale 1 NIé
2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 a2Nl pal2at S
Zdroj: LSH, 201
O druh® dnPlt oJisheovichod a StSedn? Lechy, tedy
vpS2padhD Prahy, viznamn® instituce, szdla nebo
|l innost je zamRDSena na progresi vn3nmodazilkrvaj,s kv& hzc

porovng8n?

Gi votn?z
ukazat el

nel ze pomi nout

“wroveR jejich

; obyvatel
di s pvprBielpioll n2uh o ap 942 jorhy vatel e.

regionT

um2 st psedmMdchvmkes!|l ezsk

l ze mnNS
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Graf3: Disponibiln?2 pS2j e mgachecmSUTHIGRPS? na 1 obyvat e
15000
13000 /t\ Praha
—{ GNBRYN / SOF
11000 — _W}\AKgT*!“]lF’Z 3
| — —{ SOGSNR2I { LI} R
9000 ﬁ{SQSNE@éOF§2F
7000 . : : : -WA K2 gé OK2 R
2005 2006 2007 2008 2000 { UNBRYN a2Nl
- Moravskoslezsko
Zdroj: Eurostat, 2012
Vige disponibiln2ho pS2jmu v regionech je ovli
subj ekt T, m2rou nezamBDstnanost.i a kvalifikac? p
maij 2 i region8ln2 rozd?2ly 81 noan oV @lakukkde Bmefd,u.neb
3, ukazat el di sponibiln2zho pS2jmu dom8cnost? na
NUTS lvgebS2 | ku sestav®@G®hdepodd®t hodadi | nhD domi:
n8§sl edovan® Sit Sadrmr?dbmit e k ermitegmgo nnJe jLnR,g§ g 2 hodnoty
Severoz8pad a Moravskosl ezsko.

Graf4: Pod21 dl oubhodadgiGnean BIUTS H(IP6 t cnealnkoosst® mve zamNst na
.
6 A~ Praha
5 —~ A —{ Gn§RYN
\\//\ WA K2 Tt LJ
%4 o —{ SOSNRIT t
3 S~ /\ >0 !
\’//\_ —{ SPSNB D&
2_&/ —WAK2@e OK
1'J { GnSRyYyN
0 - . , : . - Moravskoslezsko

2007 2008 2009 2010 2011

Zdroj: Eurostat, 2012
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Graf5: V1 v obyvatelerégionech NUTSlIlvo b d 0 b 22012 00 0
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1400000 A -
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1300000 A oA o
E—— —{ SOSNR Jé
1100000 = { i NBRYN
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Zdroj: Eurostat, 2012
SocioekonomijekinovT I regionech NUTS 11| se p
region8l n? ukanue Glafé ¢ e .IﬂaknD popul alnhD rosgnéduc?2 |
Lechy, zSetelnou kl esaj 2rcegiteemu eMari a\j sek onsol genz®& kpq
viegionu St Sedn? Modlivaobgvatelsty8eRehba §padi oKkech doch
vdiTsl edku nedostat ku prmprcomnt2gE hdp Shircpsedasa Dmtkn
dl ouhodotb @k aG@rugfe vysokou dlouhodobguonez&midet pal
pSestpgel edn2ch dvou,jteeZtneuchvIdroaczhr@@rﬁuregk)rned:hgov§n2
Mor avskos | ez srkaov aa SXsSeadni??o hvod @i dihye dji skwa zmp2ge st

3. Hl avn2 faktory a vivojov® tiEkBndy

Z por
tendenqek
A

> > > >

ovn8§n?2 hlavn2ch f akt oar Tr ergei goi nognl 8nl2nh2o kroonzkvuorj een
ter® | ze charakteri:zovat n8sleduj2c2zm zpTso
pSetrvgvaj2 pomRlrsnoX ivdezknoanmonn® crko®& d%rl oyv nvi hl a
ostatn2chRreglbad®dt el T, jako je pSedevg?2m ce
mNSen§ p omoc?2 | RK, HDP/ obyv. , HDP, hrub 8
dom8cnost ? na obyvatele a veli kosdbdpoobp2ul ac
gl ob8&81l n2 ekonomi ak® it ®csdabPddomymagglehcirey
NUTSllvukazateli disponibiln2hoPp&zgma, SkSedh
Lech8ch a naopgkomwwr 8etveEr owz8pad, j ehog h o
zkouman®ho obdob?2 (2€8j0b3cedvypdalgek®. hodnoty
% regionech posti genl ch nezbytnost 2 rozssesg
viegi onu Severoz8pad a Moravskosl ezsko) | e
nedaS2 se dostatelnhD rychle ednmlknyi;vnhD real.
prohlubuje se odlignost venkovsk®ho prosts$S
mNstsk®mu, pS2|linou mohou blt nepBalzihdv® p
obc2ch, kde doch8z2 ke st8rnut? venkovsk®ho
zaost podiekd& YroveR pS2hraniln2ch okresT | e
Lesk® republiky;

pSetrvg§vsg n2zkIl z8jem investorT o region s
ekonomi c k ®riomtoregiany, o j i v

existuj?2 rozd2ly nyezvzdpdldanTecnh vlyisdo?k owek od vsdku
(Praha a Brno) a zbytkem Yzem? LR;

§ rugen® ¢givotn2 prostsS$S
ch a na severnz Mor a:
k

Tch mhRstech.

projevuje se sts8le na
severoz8§padnzch Lechs§
dopravywvPaze a dal g2ch vel
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Zvige uvedenlich vivokov¢iov® fakddriyz&ooduwoeincesc
A pS2rodn2? podm2nky jako dlouhodob® deter mi na
A hmotn® faktory v podobDinfrastiuktueyh produkl| n2z ho
A nehmotn® faktory zejm®na inovace a schopno
Yal i nn® vyugit?2 informal n2 a komuni kal n? t
rozvoj e, i nstitucion8l n?2 prostSedZ,
A lidsk® zdroje «epl®asitmtqgivoad baronwv®@Fo dwzdNl §n?
Z8vDDr
Jednou z opravdu silnlTch str&8nek regiong8ln2ho r
pracovn?2 s2] a. Z8roveR se vgak postupnh ukazuj e,
|1 sedkudifekeoje novich podnikatelsklich aktivit
investic zal2n8 nedostg&vat wurlitich typT pracovrt
jako z aspektu konkurenceschopnkstal g2makhlobern®d
rTstu konkurenceschopnost. regionT | ze zaSadit
spojenlTch s realizac?2 pS2mich zahraniln2ch inve:
pl och pro rozvotjl ipvddcri kr8ngi omejcdrdnoTent o rozvoj
novlich vazeb s tuzemskimi podnikatelskimi subje
zahraniln2ch trz2zch. I zde |l ze identifikovat | e
ss Sedn2ho podni k&§n2 v Lesk® republice.
V obl asti slablTch str&8&nek | ze identifikovat pSe
nad8l e brzd? rozvo,j podni katelsklch aktivit, n
podni katel skigéh salatbi®vigt.r §D&ly j sou sSspojen® s n
infrastruktury, naps§s. dopravn?z | komuni kal n2z. |
pr&8§ce, napS. n2zk8§ mobilita pracovn? sz2dvwuje, probl
cel kovhD n2zzkg§ “%uroveR podpory rozvoj e vidy a v
podni katel skl ch subjektT a znal ostn? ek onomi
konkurenceschep m®nta wegiPabBEi subdt ND.
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DEVELOPMENT AND ADAP TABILITY OF REGIONAL ECONOMIES
IN THE CZECH REPUBLI C IN POST-TRANFORMATION PERIOD
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Anotace _
Ve viIzkumu region8ln2ho rozvoje se aktu8lnhD hc
schopnosti region8l n2ho prost Sed? i mpl ement ovat

ekonomi ck® a socioSldm?b2d cepkaochyo,mi z\Kb®E bker fd zhel. § NWKI uz kjuem
zda se diver gSeard|Dn 2s otce mdeekmocneo mvi ckl ch parametr T pr

vivoji regionT. SilnhDjg?2 PragieonS®ltedadllepk &mi lai tP
Moravskosl ezskl pakbgptoe cekkio nlormd jE \k @ esst Satgincahc i | evt e ¢ h
urlitim ogiven2m ekonomik, proto | ze povagovat
kraj T Ol omouck®ho, Vysoliny nebo Karl ovarsk®ho,
ni gg2 intenzita vivojovich zmhn.

Kl 2] ov8 sl ova
region8ln2 adaptabilita, inovace, region8ln? eko

Annotation

Capability of the regional environment to implement new economic impulses and to soften negative
economic and sociampacts is currently considered in the research of the regional development,
especially n the time of economic crisi$he research goal of this paper is finding out whether the
divergence tendencies seen in sceei@nomic parameters are reflected infeliént innovation
development of regions. Better adaptability of the regions is obvious in Prague, Central Bohemian
Region and PlzeR Region. -®Onl eésieamtRegi cdmnalnd tthh
following economic stagnation in the 1990syive their economies to a certain extent and therefore,

t heir resilience is much higher than of Ol omo u ¢
where the regional adaptability is weaker and the intensity of the development changes is lower.

Key worg
regional adaptability, innovation, regional economy, Czech Republic

JEL classification: R11, O18, P25

Teoretick8 vichodi ska, c2| e, met oda

Vsoul asn®m obldstr lkewgmw m®lzwv2oh e je podlre kionm®lpnT,i f @\
s y st ® rheit, MalBileetg, Maskell 20045sheim, Coenen 2006 T° dt | i n g, innoVative p p | 20
milieu (napS. Rut RN, YBsopelkgennvast akt ® r T vIiznamnhD det
danT akt ®rohplTesdoub 2r.ozZvoj e | esk® ekonomi ky se jedn
vymezuj 2 i nov® pohledy na problemati ku posttrar
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mi kr oekonomi ckr®@,g iroens8pl.n 2n 8& widonk2g leiyda on€é n¢ho rozvo
region8l n?2 k o n Kuggins, Witliars @011 pVokoun 2G09) ¢ Ts | edku ek on o mi
krize hovo$S?2 t ak® (Hassink @010 Rike,| Dawley, aldnsapey 200l i t N

schopnosti recgi oin@piné men tporvoastt Seadv® ekonomi ck® i
ekonomick® a soci §8§ln2 dopady. PSsyoaseanak®Pm p$b

kterT mTge vyug2vat napS2klad vige uveden® teor
regon8l n2ch ekonomi k.

V anallze regiongln?2 adaptability je mogn® pou
aplikuj2 pro komparaci vivoje Yzem2, regionT ne

tzv. Resilience Capacity Indegublikovan T nivarsibuv Berkeleyk t eoulg 2 § v Dt g2 pol et
zoblastr e gi on §1 n NsoeddemMmmmyir @k @noukn® ténrNa st r K&k § g chén 'l c h
obl ast ?2 jneNkoll og@anad22 | 2ch kokmaonaeal T,j.iVoblasth a di nnrd e ;
regiorB |l rBRonomi k@i §f @ §uma tzvk inavad o A iddeu, zk pracujé se
souboemdatzob| hstd3 k®ho kapi t®@Ilchnal egooné&®hokoozvoje.
zvipoltu Resilience Cdmantiot y Ipi®nsdoauxz gjin®o w T pvooy ivtl a |
Yar ov i kraj T Lesk® republiky.

V tranzitivn2ch ekonomi k&§ch | e reakce regi on§gl
evolul nhD prob2haj2c? mpegicesgch sn@8paodr2otEvrsapyaczc
YaspBgmo ekonomi ck® transfor mace. Vzni kaj? nov® v
p§2padecehkom®mﬁck<®mu zaost 8vsgnz2, stagnaci nebo

vivojovich procesT.

PS2kladem mTge bt s ¢ h ovpersa sotr yi ndtoe grreogviaotn 8z ant?r aenki c
Kout skl 2011). Zahraniln2 invesygg? Komhkuwijénoneyae
na tuzemsk®m [ zahranil|l n2zm trhu, kter® kval.
PravdNDpodobnositkowzni kduad i tvyel (rozd2lu ve viIkor
ekonomicklTch struktur) Ssouvi s? S m2rou adaptahbi
podm2nk&m dppadmdvRidopany tikomirm2ch vivojovich
adaptabilita se p S2 padhlN zahrani | n2m2hSei nd/easltiitcy pe kg reomij ek
regi onu. Neschopnost regionu adaptovat Sse na no
zpTsoben®@pmosg?2 snélstn2ch firem se subdodavatels
investory.

Vizkumnim c2lem je zachytit a analyzovat vivo,]
Vizkumn® zamhRSen?2 vyplivg ze sroehaed docsh ivi grea nerkl
provg§zg&n se soci &8lnz2m vivojem a vyVwil&vgap$feBlea
Csank 2007)C2 |l em j e zj t , zvdyab rsasnolcciho ek geominé kit @em dp

§ti
i

[
projevuj?2 iova} omdWVIi gopmEhz er otgoit i g ol ek8vat, ge nov

zejm®an|<ativ&~/ivty§©rkTr$| i novativn2m potenci 81 em, budo
viozvojovlich procesech na region8ln2 %rovni, a
vhosnllcahstoebhch ekomdrialsyt i ( naapS.acyv ) , kter® maj? st

region8l n2 konkurenceschopnost.

Reakce 1i@agdi onpfSuesdipnoc(k| ady a schopnostii regiong§l n
ekonomi ck® a soci®g®mndgidomSldny?, urscown 2s proggei on§l n?2
n8rodn? tranzitivnl,evadesadmi &l bebgth vliastnzm

transfor mace, je mogn® sl edovat odlign® vivoj o\
extr ®mnpad D Smohou v ®st exegondmecb®omi ch®svEVE W
iniciaci dlouhodoblch divergen| ni2reth wliwojeoviebpi
ekonomiky.

ldentifikace a monitoring vivojovich procesT | e
ng§rodn2 a region8ln2 Yrovni, maj 2c2 za c¢z2| tl um
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adaptabil|l ineusrte8dieonse van2(BZtrﬁ?edkond:’middNIe@mBrprsdo
region§l n? odol nost tak® relevantn2m vichodiske
Analrdeyi on8ln2ch rozd2l| T |lze tak® vyug2t pro tv

regiong8ln2m atmPgusk®memar pbopi suje napS. Jegek (

Pro anallzu regiong8ln2ch vivojovich procesT | e
jsou dostatelnhD reprezentativn2 a z8roveR jsou
nej girgindkkdpti ayT mTge blt urlitg8 nivelizace v
hodnocem2Tm ndbaut m& r ou rl d p8rnekzue nbtuadtei vpiotuyg.i t\a s kupi na
kter® dpepilegwin® vivojov® zmRny veaowe braagil eams§lol
ekonomi ky. Do prvn2ho analyzovan®ho okruhu da
makroekonomi ckT ch ukazatel T, dr uh8obdlawsgiinakrget
sl eduj2c2ch inovaln?2 potenci 8l regionu.

V oblasti makroekonomicT ¢ h da't byl vyugit soubor ukazatel T
dom&8c2ho produktu na obyvatele a jeho rozd2]| me z
i2009. Pro hodnocen2? vivojovIich trajektbwi?2 pos
sl edovan®m obhamphméz potmdtrindn2 pohl ed na sl edov§8n?
Dal g2m pougiti®takabhastemje pSktech202ah9 ankt et
poukazuje na investiln?2 a®taksbubkatepednbt| evbtek
pS21liv zahrani | n22h09 nw®espolct gl rm&kyekRdmdmi cky a
uveden®ho krit®riazdbBBoahilunzroh nkrehe-dth)j@&E)mMFapobdwv:
vodstranbDalndd¢h phR2Kyiwlu wS2mlich zahraniln2ch inv
spojen r TbNDhem hospod§Ssk®h o Tvorpakivestic g I\.oebsskI@n 2r eepkuobn oi r
vzce pro$&8tgEwmaeamszahranil n2ch i nv edbout ilgichrotejpro podni
r Tst | esk® ekonomi ky jreRDkvre2rmh&rha ojdavkdd vp @ ths tzaatsnt &
viropabdwukci nebo zamhRDstnanosti dnes pSevl §d§ ne
Region§l neddpaidypreicenomi ck ® &k ® zeamiavalr hn appr$.c eT ¢
20l)r eprezentuje ukazatel m2ry nezamBDstnanost. a

indi kuje schopnost regiong8l n2ho ,prostSedZ adapt
vyt vgSet novs§ mpaarcPvnacmEzsdta, uplSadt nNn? na regi

ukazatelem poukazuj 2c? na vilvoj ekonomi ck®ho po
jejich pS2rTstku zHh20s09%,dopramt®Ro goeb drobt | tertu b2I0cOh  mf
odar ovnhD ekonomi ck® rozvinutost. kraje a ziskovos:s
Groot (2011) pSi anallze citlivosti regionT na
sledovanim ukazatelem je kampamazie wvdkypj200b| & u.
zaSazen? tohot oo nuekzaezna?t evllei vsup oel Mivgsr ac e obyvat el n
neboS emigrace EA osob do jinTch regionT se pro
pS2klad zej mPalk®Morlkvaskes!| e

Druhou sledovanou obldstvj ej 2 mg r 8§ mc i byly proveden® kompar
obl ast konoevaptu ¥Yegion8ln2ho i noval,#dadvtiap 2040, st ®mu ,
Etzkowitz Leydesdorff 2000, Brostrom 2011)jei nov al n?2 potenci §I a schorg
povagovsgn za kl2]ovl indik8tor rTstu rre@k olni§d n?
druhT wukazatel T. Prvn? ukazatel anal ynleds@ vITvo,j
pS2r Tstkakl|reesho pol tu zIatenHDQOO@Gﬁ@'[ Yaly uwukazuje na
regionT vytvsg§Set kval i fvilkwojan8 iprmwaow2n.2 m2sta sp
Dalwykazat el sleduje zmRny v objemu vidaj T na VaV
vijednoti vi ch regionech LR, do TpoletSejmylcyhh =malzren stow
zdroj T.
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Regi on8I ni2nsrtoiztdu?cliyon§l n2ch struktur8ch sl eduje u
u kter ®hDpvddu aomezenost it ai,nfsolremaucj?? cp?o upgSZtra'[sdtaek
zobdob? | et P2)Gs043dq1 2010(81zatel, kterl byl zaSazen
pod2 | uregoswsbk on| enl m terci8lnzm vzdDl §n2Zm mezi r
schopnostrgi on8l n2ho trhu pr8ceyggim8Sagrepknpcoanikvpb
povagovat za indi k8tor ekonomick®ho a tak® inova
Soubor dat za makroekonomickou a inoval n? obl a
standad i zov §n. Nej dS2ve byl spol2t8&n pr TmDr za je
odchyl kou, kter8 byla pougita pro z2skg8n2 kil adnl
| 2sl o znamen§8 nadpr TmRrnou hodnohotu viompaagipor n®
sprTmhDrem za pS2slugnou obl ast .
1. Vivojov® trendy region8ln2ch eko
Nejprvebyl 'y sl edov8ny vybran® hl avn? makroekonomic
vypo|ten8 data a jejich zmBDnyi |nme2zch rionkve s2t0i0cl daogs
roky 2001 a 2O0P0r% ztey | VHerJavzwgi)gJ?rVQ/tglgzoshtoditlﬁgr;s%wy kraj T
spojen® tak® se StSedoleskIim krajemS2Kampampseae i
zahraniln2ch inde§ti mepo®NDiPmAhaeylojako hl avn?
zahranil n2cccl i h®eom postaven?. Nej ni gg? objem p
zazname@lamro uvec k ®m, Kr 8l ov®hradeck®m a ZIl 2nsk®m
objemu p&AmMarihl n2ch i nebe Steido | s k®mMy kKataglie v
Tab.2VI voj makroekonomicklich ukazatel T regionT v |

Region IFDI 01/09 IWG 01/09 [UNEMO01/09IPOP 01/09IHDP09/01

Ji hol esk 783 51,3 -1,8 2,1 43

Ji homor a 624 60,9 -0,9 1,8 55

Kar |l ovar 525 49§ -2,4 1,3 28

Kr 81 ov®h 426 55,4 -1,7 0,9 37

Li bereck 86( 55, -3,9 2,7 19

Mor avsko 765 52, 3,0 -1,7 57

Ol omouck 410 57,5 -0,4 -0,1 45

Pardubi c 639 57,( -1,7 1,4 48

Pl zeRs kI 838 57,4 -1,6 4,1 38

Praha 5 864 425 -0,3 7,7 60

St Sedol e 1 253 57, -0,3 11,Q 48

Dsteckl 866 56,3 2,2 2,0 51

Vysol i na 718 57,8 -3,2 0,7 33

Zl 2nskl 488 51,¢ 2,3 -0.5 51

IFDIikumul ovanl pS2| iletechR@®1a200® obyvatele v

IUNEMipokl es m2ry nleezh260Da200@anosti v

IPOP-pS2r Tstek obyvatel

WG-pS2r Tstek hrub® mzdy mezi roky 2001 a 2009

IHDP-pS2r Tstek HDP na obyvatele mezi roky 2001 a 2
Zdroj: vliastn?z v

I ndex rTstu hrublTch mezd mezi rnoi kgyg 22 On921r oau 20 9
PomhRrnhN pSekvapPv®z¢erastilgaNpeTmhensy mzda mezi r
zdl ouhoggyPddpm TmDr n @mozahipnukk ni g2 mu tempu r Tstu
meziroky P01 a 2009 &KmoHDwv2artskkvén  +49, 8) , Ji hol esk®r
(51, 8%) . Naopak nejvygg?2 JnégiroTmsotr alvrsikb®nc hk rnag zid (j+e6 |
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Il ndex vIivoje m2r 3iroky@0bhar20@tukazujewS2tpadie kl adnTch | 2

m2ry nezamBDstnanost. a u z8pornlch hodnot naop
hodnoty wukazuj? na schopnost struktur 8l nlD posti
regionysez astarallm prTmyslovlim potencit8daeht o srnd gjioo/rae

t.vMor avskosl ezsk®mdagihePtydg@R ®&m kprokjliesu m2ry ne:
nut n® kvandtDetxtvu pTvodn2ch hodnot, rkalypqle§t2k uh odined c
pSekral oval d Ras tNaatorp2a kk rhajsep owd § S snk?yz kzoauo shtu§svt aojt2ocu2 o
se vyznaluj?2 nadprTmRrnim rEsbapm WMysgp|l neaamBbbn
kraji. PomRr nNmM2prSye knveazpd mildis hjeraerollss®tin kwmapgi kr &f 8 k ®m
srovngn? kiregjvéylgbgirtso dvwb N n2zkou m2rouvheaamDjsghmi
zmRDn§8m.

Tab. 2: VIivoj inovaln2ho potenci 88lu regionT v LF
Region ILAB 09/05 ITER09/05 |IEXP 09/05|IEN 08/04
Ji hol eskl 20,7 2,8 31,9 85,1
Ji homor avsk 18,4 3,C 74,6 1040
Karl ovar skl 21,7 1,3 21,1 169,4
Kr 8l ov®hr ad 29 2,6 41,4 56,4
LibereckTl 6,1 1,2 19,1 447
Mor avskosl e 37,8 2,6 38,9 73,8
Ol omouckI 8,3 -0,5 18,1 27,4
Pardubi ckl 20,4 1,9 18,9 121.9
Pl zeRs kI 17,7 3,2 41 109,3
Praha 1] 3,6 32 51,5
St Sedol eskT 17,5 2,9 17,4 83,1
Dsteckl 31,3 0,7 10,7 121,7
Vysol i na 7,1 1,9 -8,6 102,]
Zl 2nskl __ 6.6 2,3 0,9 46,1

ILABir Tst poltu zamDst R@OBA0Oh ve VaVvV mezi roky

IEXPir Tst vidaj T na VaV mezi roky 2005 a 2009

IENTr Tst poltu inovativn2ch podni kT mezi roky 2004 a 2008
ITERir Tst poltuubpodPénml msoér sipdpllaciimezi reky 2005la 800F m v ~
Zdroj: vliastnz wvl®BIlty na

Vpopul al n2zm pSZrTstku jettesk®alrepPpubobimceuPt amazia
kdysewr Tstu St Sedol esk®ho krajeSzvémazRNDalpyopaesppete
nejv2ce migral nlDesak® akdp whmizi o egi on v

Nej v2ce vzl?lozszda, HD®sIlvedovan® Moravskoslezskim a
nejnigg2 pS2rTsteki HPPebk®PmzazKameéon§ar sk®m kr aji

HDPvme zi kraj sk®m hodnocen? je ik@asvp®g? gar oygy2 HD
obyvatele a star® prTmyshoe@®i s&kgi onyw.oj ¥l HDjPo vi@ z
2009 potvrzuj? pokraluj2c? divergen|ln2LRrocesy n
Vobl asti hodnocbko?2 popieofpeS§imovabndmoblastanal yak
zdroj T, vidaj2ch na pvolddiue ceh Vvilnzokvuam i anz mRAnyodni k-
zamNDstnanTch osob ve VaNvrakaskojséensk®mgg?t apsgr Tk
zvimeti roky 2005 a 2009 o 37, 8%. Na druh®m m
Karl ovarskIm krajem. DTvodem i ntenzi vosljagtzrhzomir T
kraji) je 9obouelkmagtockegdpP0& Vv atovekumpi mEBI| pr pod «
zastoupenaN§ r T st poltu zamDstnancT jewcepr\waVv relytisgp2e T m 1
veli kost 2 souboru VaV zamBDstnancT statisticky

46




Sbornzk pS2X¥IlpnNwkeTz i kol§kvimdané gi on 81 n 2 ¢ Waltice D8 & 2013

podobnl mi d&dPwoadhya, nkadoypak odgolkzBavej el mil pahet praco
Ni cm®nnD cel kovD ni §gg?2 rTstovou dynami ku vykazuj
zaznamen8n viraznhD nigg2 pS2rTstek zamPDszm®dmygT

vpod?2l uukenbenmnl ml &G pwpwNaci, zde je naopak Pr.
n8sl edovan8 Pl zeRsklm a Ji homor gvSskpland Nk rParjaehny. sk
projevuje dlouhodobl di vergenl| n2 trend, cog poc

Nej ni2grgPs tpk§ VG v pdoiplud mlicdh meszdb rwky 2005 a 2009
kraje a tak® Ol omouck®hmpo Kireag e, p kdl2giopdladkdnicteo daosd

Dal g2 ukazatel, kterT sledoval masmtenal dajeT viyag gV«
vli homoravsk®m kraji, cog ] e ovliivnDn® zej m®na
nejviznamnhDj g2ch vDdeekb®T zkpmblcheceNaedruh® p
cog je obdobal hp®dpads kn@ibookSv azjdie znal n.Naogakmi nuj e
pokl es vidaj T na VaV naskahj ime ¥§cllogkdyraz 0 0g5e t & e
ukazatelem byl r Tst pol tu i nova.tddvlnvZocdhu poondenzieknT

dostupnosti d azta bkyrlaaj ep ow gu vead ednra®@na obdob2. Tento
mezi kraji, caoafdkjerizphfspBep®dech menmlBktwellickhos
regionech, zej m®na Karl ovarsk®ho kraje nebo Vys
ne@t i vnND, neboS m§ velmi vywodklazpbmetodshaopati vwm:
regionT. Naopak Ol omouckT kraj, i pSes pomNRDrnnN

[
sledovan®ho obdob2, vykazuje val mpiosdzadknl m Tgtstjhe

2 . Souhrnn® hodnocen? regi ons8l n2 ad

C2lem rozdhDIl en? kraj T do skupin byl o vwypeg?it t
dynami kou ek onogpirclTkrDa m oaimidgpmoabyir KTon,r noju dynami ko
skupinhD jsou regiony Praha a dStosdaddlodddkIinakdmaijT,

ekonomickou rozvinutost?, kter® vogwjazlij Romerzavsk
kr aj je pS?kledadnemsidgilonuw sdynaBminclk [an jceema r 2 8nz e ni
ovliivRuje visledky cel ®ho kraje. PomDrnhD pSekyvaj

a Dbsteckl kraj,
proch8z2 prTmyslo
(2010).VporovmEmuthos
struktur &l neelpkriob
pozitivn2 visledk

cog | oowwmn®e giao nsyt rdilkd wh &d N pma
v 8§ a rtelBsgterbunk?t uordav N tzva2c 2d | onuahpoSd o bR
kategori2?2 hospod§Ssky zaostalT
dkkmomi ckTt Prot enBcBt o Debr &n U m
y z prob2zhaj2c2z ekonomick® rest
Nejni gg?2 intenzit aeteehk200d @20 ©WT cbhy | A kza jiagcth)n ak tve r «
vwznal uj 2 urlitou §mxriold epk®p Beepauddtikyae¢ o/ &y | or
vnitSn2 per Bfmeri nitg@rlenm2sstvupnDm ekonomi ck® dynami

Vdruh® oblasti, zamhRSen® na hodnocen3tinkvabaezk
viraznnDj g2 nedg v prYsiuhocnmnoaé¢m® alyliz008iskdo Vhe z i
prvn?2 kategypggemkr agsTeisi noval n2 dynami ky) posu
Kr 8l ov®hradeckl kraj , StSatd2othes kPma ma Pspg ®lckl|l md ks a
kategorie. Vb S2 padhlD Prahy a StSedol esk®ho kraje je nut
parametrech nadpr TmRrnou YroveR inovalvizlta@not e
kvantitabid?¢nlk §« | dny, proto se p8opadgeihn2r Tetl at
vygg2ch pS2rTstkT. Vel mi dobr® um2stPDn2 struktur
transformaln? procesy region8l nddnyekonomi ky a zej
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Obr.1: Agreg8tn2? hodnocen? krajT podle dynamiky

1-St Sedo| eXki§| v ®jhr aKeacrkTo viam alikib edr rexcjkMo rdarvasjk,0 s5 €d okrouk kaj , 6
kraj, 7-Par dubi c-Rl z & Ra k-Prah# dGJ ji h o 9raj,slkd i ko mo r a v sVkyls ol ri-Bhgat, e d1iAI kraj,
1471 2nsklT kraj.

Ni gg2 intenzita makroekonomicklich vivonpiogdzim zm
rTstem inovaln2ho potenci §8lu, kam patQ?r §Zzleknslk.T ,
1 ukazuje i urlitou m2ru seplhesak® td&phbloi ke aj Te n
poukazuj e na sl abg? potenci 8§l t r anrmsif g 2ma |m?2Sceh
socioekonomicklch zmhDn uv edédni® hj er eugm2osntTN n 2P olLmi Ikr
kterT je na rozd?z2l| od ostatn2ch dedpronT dodpcav!
dostupnost do Prahy a StSedn2ch Lech, zej m®na Ml

Volkswagen'l'Gkodg, kpreoadt om8u vseverovichodn2ch Lech roz
firem. | pSes tyto rozvojov® faktory vykazuje ni
Souhrnn® hodnocen? makroekonomi ck® a inovaln2?z i
sl edovanl chNaobBesadND uveden®ho hodnocen?2 | ze vyl
sdl ouhodobRD nadpr TmBDrnhD rozvinutou ekonemBkeu a

udr guj 2 vygg2 ekonomickT r TsttRc hit ok kyréag # Tt ntdarko Vi
mTge blt zpTsoben® silnhjg2tBcheat&acaj hahtelteofs
z8kl adny pomBDr nhD Porneezzee)n. (ReTesitm® R a a hvy se soul asi
St Sedol esk®hpoédsthpeldD uyewk®Vv zs8Szein®e kPrnaohmi a ob a
VytvEgs? hl avn? r Tsetskkwel rregkurbd ri ecgei.onVev mi dobr T
Ji homor avskdblkasatji, rj Taskt uv makr oek on oonbil caksitcih idnaotv,a
Moravskoslezskl r@.L ®sk®cképkblajce kt eprezentuj 2 p¢
regionT, dosahuj2 ppomPRounB&§dabsefmh kta]edkToy e
znak relativnhD Y%sphDgn® ekonomngR®prifagsf ovmacea.8
vyggzm pod2lem agr8rn2ho sektoru, prS&npcaid n De sokh®
republiky (pS2hraniln2 i wvnitSn2), vykazuji nig
Vysolina, Ol omoaZdRkin,skKHarklrajar skl

N
w
<

O

Vivojov® obbpendylastech vypov2daj? o zmRDn&8ch, k
republ i kyRopvwd¢egbBBZ2Ii nov eebionéchss | mdtoaun adin®lvielwn? dyna
i za podpory ¥ e Sej nT ch zdtribcjhTt os Iroedgii®a®eerc \Win 2jzek §p rmbrla i n .
potenci &8l u, kter® se projevuje v caeslzktov Nv d?ezckk®
vizkumnich wawkdDIlvastt g sutkb2u&® obyvat el .p SPyptaad Nr e geiga ot
shor g2 mi makr oekatelmi ckhmggukBDP na obyvatele a
pSeg2vs8n2 wurlridad® om&lyn 2d ueak ckrboymei vcl en,2 hkot esre§k tsoer uz p S
dualityvo bl ast i inovaln2ho podni kfmdniakoW@mckoki akw m
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Anad T za dat potekrochiolmd ctk®amd 2viTw oy i mezi struktur §l
zaostal |l mi regi onsyl,abkgt2emmu® eskeo nvoznhi Icekd®emmu kpot enci 8§
zmNDny pojmej ie¢ h Jzepodl 2 epka&dvida t [ v Iktogn2o mi ic Ki®k od i If s teun C E

Yas pRNgnl mi a st.agnuj 2 c? mi regiony

Rozd2ly mezi regi onpaVavmez mky 8002009 r Tsbu pod®&®j TN
Regionysni gg2 mi objemy vidajT na pol 8tku sl eldovan®h
jegtnND nedosahuj? YiegvmwmBechdajjaTl pmdmdaM@sSZypgaodDi se

projevuje viznam triple helix, tj . intenzivn?ho
sabsenc? inoval nhD zamNRDSenl eé&diushp ovreurjz?i t v I(zKnaar nhnolvna
potenci 81 em, kterl by byl s ¢ h evplnzlk uznmins® aatk tfiivniatnyl.n

vuj 2 pozitivn? trendy
akeimviktvabi tativnhD zvyg
0 rozvaoj subdodavatels

Na druhou stranu see’k onomi ce proj e
diverzifikace sBobwvaho3th f
otev2r8§ nov® mognosti pr
ekonomiky.
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Anotace

C2lem tohoto pS2sphRvku je prostSednictv2m apl:i
anallTzy, defioekahoma&k®ryySpbioskbnoegckBTVvyspr
kl 2] ovich parametr T ¥s pMakt®hroo vr§e gd mal§il m& hpa hrorzu
socioekonomi ck® vyspDhDI osti regionT a je aplikovs§
pNt faktor T2 $e@@i aekaeramieagk ® npr. o SNay ezdPvthar njaet i v n'
met odi ka hodnocen? soci omprkm:toIng crki® twy2snp DK wrag a z ir
vytvoSed®hoi fzi kovaNT shedlkt dbsndid ikoug ko nroosti déki® vvy s p
sIedovanTmi§mrcégijcerdy10\ho st8tu (lt8lie, Gpanhlsko,
regiony Sad? regiony hlavn2ch mDst a z8padn? E
identifikovs8§ny regiony vichodn2 a jign2 Evropy.
Kl'2] ov8 sl ova

Evropsk8 uni e, faktorovsg8 anallza, kompozitn? i nc
vyspnDl ost

Annotation

The aim of the paper is to defifectors of socioeconomic development of regions by an application of
factor analysis.The socioeconomic development is one of thep&mymeters of successful regional
development. Factor analysis contains 18 indicators of socioeconomic development of regions and it
is applied on 248 NUTS 2 regions of the EU. The results of the analy$igeafactors that determine
socioeconomic environment of the region. Finally, there is proposed an alternative methodology for
assessing socioeconomic development of regions by composite indicator rfadeedy identified
factors. The results indicawifferences between regiongsingle state (Italy, Spain, and Germany).

As most advancdtave been identified regions of capital cities and regions of weBtaope,
asleast advancedegions of southern and eastefnrope.

Key words
European Union, faor analysis, composite indicator, region, regional analysis, socioeconomic
develeopment

JEL classification:R11, R12

Probl emati ka socioekonomi ck® waspBAvosy8in2 meagi dioH
region8l n2ch politik. ZpTsob, jaklm je tato prob
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anallzy a tedy i jej2 wvilsilteidkkuy ,kdkftdebav@Kk e 880 © @O n
transparentnost serke gi on 81 n 2 anallze pSistupuje skrze ma
ned2l nou sou| 8st2 je podrobn8 deskripce datov®ho
C2lem tohoto pSedphDeku? meapmplrioksace statistick®
anallzy, identifikovat faktory socioekonomi ck®
vysok8 givotn? “wroveR obyvatkdImi jae gs ojcd §tat eni mif
akvali t ou givota v regionu, za soulasn®ho zajigtDn
faktorov® anallzy na datovl soubor jsou odhal en
tNDmito pTvodn2z mi ukazatpTvodcsmampdrul psoumadaak ab e
nDkoIika m8l o faktorT, kter® |jsou, na fraokztd?rlT od
tak vysvDtluje odlidgnou charakteristiku pTvodn?2]|
do kompozitnkherlindud&t homdnot it soci oekonomi cko
PS2sphNvekTukaum@izprogendéen®pdo pcom&d®®e (Hor k§, 201:¢

Faktorovs§g amau §iztaa bryd§msc2ik | Addnvocen? rozsanitostio e k o n o1
evropskich regionT (del Campo a kol ., 2008), ho
nebo hodnocen?2 soci 8l n2ho apit8lu a ekosomick®
zamNDSuj 2 na identifikaci f aktor @gidenwre.r mPnoj 2nc&:
hodnocen2 jednotlivlch reglon]' je zpravidla apli
nNDkolika skupin dle hodmdtt § Sokmqotllnlyvljcsmufaskltorre'[g
skupi nami se regiony co nejv2ce |ig¢g=2. Tento pS2.
vanallTze stejnhD dTlegit®. Proto se jev? jako v
i ndi kt8e¢ oTr , | éu ksalzoagteen Tz jimg jsou pSi Sazeny v&hy.
zprobl ematicklich krokT konstrukec kompozitn2ho i
a nen2 dostatelnhD a pSesvihdlivDh od'[voan’Jno.

N a region8l ndndidr2ov pir ossteSeldmi ctv2m kompozitn2ch

charakteristiky, jako jsou regiong8ln?z konkur enc
akol ., 2010) , i novace (Hol l ander s a kol ., 2012
ekonomc k8 vyspRlost (G2tek a Kl2movg§, 2010). Ve vD
znNDkol i ka ukazatel T jako vEgenl soul et j ejich
srovnatel n®ho mnDS2t ka Proces kom®dkolkd&ke Kk oo £l
a kol., 2005): vIibhRr vhodnTch ukazatel T, sledov
ukazatel T, pSidnNlen2 vah ukazatel Tm, proces agr
jsou dTlegit® zdejgm®nkkeprz&tres| amy mke@mpozitn2ho ir
navzgjem korelovanlch ukazatel T, srovng8vsg§n2m n
subjektivn2zm stanoven2m vah). PSi konstrukci ko
analkbzlen2 vah jednotlivim ukazatel Tm (Nardo a k

Vtomto pS2sphNvku je navrgena alternativn2 metodi
kter 8 gpowlpoy&n? visledk] Kakpoziotvi® mniath dizk § tp®Sr an
indi k§tor jefakbgefl, p§teamo®zj sou nekorelovan® a |
pod2l u na vysviDtlen®m rozptylu pTvodn2zch wukazate

ndi k8t ory socioekonomick® vysphDI| os

Jako sl edovan® jednotky h¥degl kvvwo®lanypoletgu oyl NUA
EU,; bylo nakonec zvolenoeh| edem na dostupnost dat 248 tDNDchto

18 ukazatel T socioekonomick® vysphDlost]i regiontT,
statistiky Eurostatua vme n g 2 m2 Se dat ov soubor pr o kompoz|
konkurenceschopnosti (Annonikao | . , 2010) . Pokud pro nRkter® r
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éhlodnoe =zZza vygg? Yzemn? <cel ky (NUTS, 1). J
y pro tento rok nebyla data dostu
ou bylo, aby kagdl wukazatel byl v¢
e kvality institm8@ndn&lonaulpce paosetfPekd? v
zvolena n8rodn2 YWroveR, neboS na regi on:
oveR jsou tyto charakterlstr|§lm50|t)sn§dku®nparec
nanonz 2 1 y) . Me z i indi k8t ory soci ekonomi ck® v
zatel e: HDP na obyvatele (HDP), r'[st reg8l n®hc
hod dom§cnost2 (DD), vidaje nadIi&rk2u m(\aS)v,T vl
oje ve vihDdND a t ec hhghittceec N HREET)),, zZzamdstt nffamosstt W
I et (ZAM) , dl ouhodob8 nezamBDstnanost (NEZ),
i ko chudoby (CHWD),e YH%KOWRIR wrf2ek8rizvikar vI §dy
ozen2 (DOZ), kojeneck§8 ¥Ymrtnost (KOJ) , Yamr t n
grace obyvatel ( MI G) . Pro % dhyy faktcenan® aad,i
podobDn.

= 09 N om.—r(/)\

JS-"oNac<~<cw®<<
- A X |l IXx X O
= N

Faktor ov8 anall za

Apl i kace faktorov® anal Tozbye cnd ccha tpoovsit uspdlu bdceré t vaySaeh
(Mel oun a kol ., 201 2; Hendl , 2012) . Faktorovs§
met odu, pkdstrét v redukugzatpellvliodngr gl renl cuk) na me
kter® |jsou navzg§jem nekorelovan® a reprezentu
vysvDtl en®ho rozptyl u.

Faktorovs§ anallza Jé& opmMysdmpl pgomOnhd®, megousebol
tabul ka pSedstavuje kor el al tabulce fsaut koreldce apbTsvod durt 2n& h
hodnothR vygg2 neg 0,3 zviraznhDny JlervenhD a mTg
pSekraluje. Velmi tRsnl vztah ja¢éehep@?2pradukezivi
(0,82), nadhRj?2 na dogit2 pSi narozen?2 a disponi
mezi ukazateli HDP a PP, PP a DD, VS a HRST, HDP aTHREZ a ZAM, KOR a VLAD, DOZ

aSRD. Korelaln2 mat ircoemRDsing me | iezu jse fug & & onrg vafk ®p nvazlt

by mohla blt vhodnim n§strojem pro jejich odhale

Tab.1:VTI bNDrov§ korelaln2 matice

HDP rHDP PP DD VWV VS HRST HT ZAM NEZ INT CHUD KOR VLAD DOZ KOJ SRD MIG

HDP | 1,00

rHDP | -0,14 1,00

PP 0,82 -0,23 1,00

DD 0,73 -0,43 0,78 1,00

A% 0,42 -0,15 0,43 0,46 1,00

VS 0,56 -0,14 0,552 0,48 0,47 1,00

HRST| 0,70 -0,09 065 0,59 0,57 0,85 1,00

HT 0,55 -0,03 044 040 060 056 0,71 1,00

ZAM | 0,48 -0,11 038 052 042 047 050 0,43 1,00

NEZ |-0,34 0,01 -0,25 -0,29 -0,26 -0,28 -0,32 -0,27 -0,72 1,00

INT 053 -0,19 052 056 050 068 0,73 054 0,69 -0,44 1,00

CHUD| -0,34 -0,13 -0,29 -0,26 -0,29 -0,11 -0,39 -0,41 -0,52 0,48 -0,39 1,00

KOR |-0,41 0,19 -0,45 -0,33 -0,42 -0,41 -0,48 -0,29 -0,55 045 -0,74 0,29 1,00

VLAD | 0,49 -0,35 0,555 065 051 060 061 039 068 -035 087 -0,28 -0,75 1,00

DOz | 0,56 -0,48 0,72 081 0,36 034 038 019 034 -021 034 -0,15 -0,32 0,50 1,00

KG&J |-0,49 0,30 -0,53 -0,58 -0,31 -0,27 -0,37 -0,25 -0,32 0,17 -0,33 0,37 0,31 -0,48 -0,72 1,00

SRD |-0,37 0,29 -0,55 -0,56 -0,20 -0,28 -0,27 -0,04 -0,21 0,17 -0,20 0,02 0,27 -0,34 -0,74 0,45 1,00
MIG 0,35 -0,09 0,30 031 021 0,22 0,25 0,27 0,20 -0,26 0,28 -0,15 -0,13 0,11 0,39 -0,38 -0,24 1,00

Zdroj: DataEurostat. Regional statistifgsonl i ne] , vI ast n?2
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Dal g2 m krokem faktorov® ahkdleimuy byla wyluégmni ap onlet
komponent podobnBcheawmal Tz8ch neéjomaspygBpivat 2 W ed§
hl avn2 Kkokppomadmtnyoveeno na z8kl adhD nDkolika krit ®i
A krit®rium vikpetpdhet| ¥s$hatrw2ch | 2sel v
jedna;
A krit®rium prokjenttamakoaozptpywlliet=faktor T, kter
(nDkdy 70 %, u pS2rodn2ch vhRd 95 %) variabi
A krit®rium Catt ealfawva¥piart e xwlva®shton2grh | 2 sel (
kpodle zlomT na kSivce.

N§sl eduj2c?2 tabul ka vimpsmme@2 hmdt2esdky hlyagwem2eat viaad
viastn2 | 2sla a procenta vysvDtl| ea2Rh ok rriotz®rtiyad up.l
k = 4. LtySi faktory vysvDtluj2 72,78 % rozptylu
Tab.2:VlI astn?2 | 2s]| a
t26SG 7 @t ® 6N %celk rozptylu { dzY dzf | G A ¢ kumulativ. rozptyl

1 8,155082 45,30601 8,15508 45,3060

2 2,253474 12,51930 10,40856 57,8253

3 1,354426 7,52459 11,76298 65,3499

4 1,336785 7,42658 13,09977 72,7765

5 0,816775 4,53764 13,91654 77,3141

6 0,813231 4,51795 14,72977 81,8321

X X X X X

X X X X X

18 0,044378 0,24654 18,00000 100,0000

Zdroj: DataEurostat. Regional statistifjson | i ne] , vl ast n?

Pokud se pod?v8me na n8sleduj?2c? Cattel Tv graf,
Aval 2c2ch se kamenTh, u odhaduj enienu kde s
dojdemezi 4. a 5. wvlastn2zm

—_
N O
=3
— o0
o Q

Obr.l:Cattel Tv (sutinovli) graf
Catteltv graf
9 . - -

8

Hodnota vlastniho dsla

0 s L 3 »

Pocet viastnich cisel

Zdroj: DataEurostat. Regional statistifgson !l i ne] , vI ast n?2
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Dal g?2 tabul ka zobrazuje, koli k procent vari abil
faktorT. PrvddpjemMmanowl zkum a vivoj a |ist§ mi
vysvRtleno necellch 50 % jejich variability. P
promRDnnil ch miyrsivilgllreMmas& %. PNt faktorT vysvDtIl
Zt Dcht o dTvodT byl pol et faktorT nakonec stanove
Tab. 3: Komunality
Z 1faktoru| %S H | %S o |®%S n | % p 1

HDP 0,637 0,643 0,730 0,742 0,790

rHDP 0,098 0,347 0,439 0,551 0,753

PP 0,652 0,727 0,768 0,768 0,854

DD 0,684 0,807 0,808 0,808 0,814

VvV 0,413 0,444 0,482 0,497 0,565

VS 0,517 0,553 0,629 0,755 0,755

HRST 0,677 0,736 0,857 0,885 0,889

HT 0,394 0,533 0,753 0,753 0,791

ZAM 0,521 0,645 0,777 0,807 0,807

NEZ 0,261 0,388 0,547 0,724 0,727

INT 0,667 0,783 0,815 0,878 0,878

CHUD 0,213 0,362 0,368 0,693 0,711

KOR 0,442 0,497 0,671 0,707 0,708

VLAD 0,674 0,683 0,789 0,890 0,890

DOz 0,500 0,901 0,905 0,917 0,917

KOJ 0,396 0,556 0,558 0,633 0,637

SRD 0,261 0,617 0,630 0,631 0,682

MIG 0,150 0,188 0,240 0,463 0,749

Zdroj: DataEurostat. Regional statistifjson | i ne] , vl ast n?

Pot ®, co byl polemofa®taorTi st apdmeo v Eneck®UDRPJd.l o
komponent a rotal n?z met ody normalizovan®ho vari
2003; del Campo a kol., 2008), jsom® e uveden® tabulce zobrazeny f
pYodn2 promRnn® a fakpodpgt aFddkiotev@Preg§olRge | ad&c
promRDnnou ai daekltmxmmpSa&/padnN by mhNla kagd§ pTvod
negativnhDjlkdneémoviaths dattm? ni smDhkt mBETl nN. pB2padect
nepodaSilo zcelRnnd@®skwmaleu | ftanlspSByw! ad promhNnn®

CHUD a VLAD), ukazatel efektivity vlI8dy se neza
znam®nlkduVvce znal 2i .nelgfaatbiavine?e knoSrneltaecdy wuv§8dnj 2,
promRDnng§8 jredad dtzluijwl wh f aktorech. LervenD jsou vy

Tab.4Matice faktorovich z8§tNng?

Faktor 1 | Faktor 2 | Faktor 3 | Faktor 4 | Faktor 5
HDP 0,196 0,614 0,567 -0,202 0,106
rHDP -0,003 -0,316 -0,031 -0,798 -0,123
PP 0,142 0,772 0,480 -0,087 -0,004
DD 0,221 0,756 0,398 0,158 0,100
VvV 0,224 0,129 0,652 0,154 0,224
VS 0,141 0,218 0,820 0,109 -0,066
HRST 0,232 0,299 0,860 -0,083 0,021
HT 0,171 0,026 0,804 -0,145 0,306
ZAM 0,813 0,183 0,328 0,046 0,062
NEZ -0,816 -0,089 -0,078 0,089 -0,197
INT 0,593 0,182 0,655 0,210 -0,141
CHUD -0,645 -0,133 -0,150 0,444 -0,240
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Faktor 1 | Faktor 2 | Faktor 3 | Faktor 4 | Faktor 5

KOR 0,647 | 0196 | 0,362 | 0274 | 0,211
VLAD 0554 | 0353 | 0513 | 0,394 | -0,200
DOZ 0,124 | 0885 | 0,130 | 0,252 | 0,194
KOJ 0,229 | 0670 | 0,124 | 0,109 | -0,329
SRD 0,056 | 0,808 | -0,004 | 0,158 | 0,032
MIG 0,094 | 0243 | 0,153 | 0062 | 0,809
t2RNE B84 176 | 0202 | 0234 | 0076 | 0,066
rozptylu

Zdroj: Data Eurostat. Regional statistidgson | i ne] , vl ast n?2

Podl e koeficitabdl we e;:alcenTJIopo!\(thoadjnzotfymﬂd‘cbadwtg)@r@[h)rsy(
regiony. ObecniD | ze vipolet faktorov®ho sk-re za

O 0 @

kdexikje st~andardi—t@han%nhﬁdmﬁm’jm@kkk;oeficient fakto
projt I f a-kt ormuadk8jvg8 pol et <cel kovl polet vgech pTvo

Tabul ka 5 Koeficienty faktorov®ho sk-re

Faktor 1 | Faktor 2 | Faktor 3 | Faktor 4 | Faktor 5
HDP -0,082 0,193 0,106 -0,279 -0,058
rHDP 0,026 0,063 0,023 -0,648 -0,202
PP -0,097 0,278 0,055 -0,236 -0,174
DD -0,035 0,205 0,006 -0,002 -0,027
A% -0,053 -0,142 0,223 0,160 0,213
VS -0,139 -0,058 0,306 0,052 -0,092
HRST -0,109 -0,009 0,284 -0,115 -0,060
HT -0,115 -0,160 0,316 -0,060 0,260
ZAM 0,335 -0,051 -0,078 0,022 0,014
NEZ -0,401 0,049 0,180 0,056 -0,140
INT 0,145 -0,087 0,129 0,134 -0,149
CHUD -0,287 -0,041 0,120 0,366 -0,113
KOR -0,246 0,037 0,019 -0,168 0,209
VLAD 0,149 -0,013 0,049 0,243 -0,206
DOZ -0,031 0,275 -0,112 0,062 0,059
KOJ -0,037 -0,177 0,108 -0,010 -0,204
SRD 0,027 -0,330 0,141 0,046 0,161
MIG -0,022 -0,093 0,005 0,150 0,748

Zdroj: DataEurostat. Regional statistifgson !l i ne] , vI ast n?2

socioekonomikam®mpoyispmW? osh di

Sohl edem na tabul ku | . 4 byly identifikov8ny r
regionT. FaktorTdh dAr dyé aaizvgEini Tekioonfhkt oprest
reprezentuj e ukazatel e zamBDstnanost. a dlouhod
efektivity vl 8gdy, ohrogen2 chudobou a poltu 1id:
17,6 % rozptyl ul @il.voRaRtchr plr.o m@Enknod o mideekng i v Ti kkaorvrg
kvalit.a DodrtaovlFot o faktoru se prom2tnul ukazat el
pr 8ce, di sponibil n2ho dTchodu dom8cnosbyvatelh d§I e
(nadhRje dogit2z pSi narozen?2, kojeneck8 Yomrtnost .
tak faktor pod&8§vsg informace o ekonomick® vIikonrt
obyvatel, faktor vysvDtilrwjmdnalch. %Faeptyllu BTV
Znal ostn?, ekoemoeni kmt uj e pSedevg2m ukazatele vlzk
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sl abbDj i se do nDho prom2taj? ukazatele ekonomi c
znal ostn2z akowomiclkedkoaNDf vysviDtluje 23,4 % rozpty
byl nazwgst pako potpeSreais§lavuje specifickl faktor
reprezentovs8n pouze jednou promBDnnou, rTstem r e
rozptylu pTvodn2ch promRnni che mPprsd feidmik&To \alkwojis e
jedng8 o faktor specifickl, neboS se do nRho opr
mi grace obyvatel. Danl f akt oprr omylsnwnidtclhuj e 6, 6 % r
Vistupem faktorov® anallzy bylo identifikovgn?
kter® vysvDtluj? vZce neg 77 % rozptylu pPTVoO:
soci oekonomick® prostSed?2 weislkd®dwam cphatrSeg ipoSnee
faktory (vysvRDtluj?2 celkem 62,3 % rozptylu pTvo
nepodaSilo prom2tnout nejvRtg?2 | &8st informace p
smysluplnh poymegonBt p83paed T j sdnoho faktoru s e
charakteristiky socioekonomick® vyspBhDIlosti regio
Uveden® faktory a jejich faktorov§ sk-re pro je
kompozitn2 indi k8t oostsiocrn egikomPtn dNi&dkRa wyaslpaidd2 mal t
pSPst we kter®m jsou nov®, navzg§jem nekorelovan®
a jsou jim pSiSazeny v8hy dle jejich pod2lu na Vv
| .4) . Tento pS2stwmpdoxetatkpmSskdEmmBozstn2ch i ndi
vsubjektivn2mvsapob¥e8?8wvahnavz§gjem tbzkerl eosvianjlizc h
vislednlT indik§tor.

Kompozitn2 indik8tor vemikh sé4danf8khrddbPDosamboeBnh
sk-re. N§slednhD byly regiony seSazeny podle visl

Ve QQAOYQDQ

kdei=it T r esgei om&th@h g ffaktbakt or ¢ \®® oerkpeakie T j regi on;
n=pol|l et faktorT.

Na pSedn2ch m2stech se um2stily pSedevg2m region
NL31, FR10 a£Zz01), nNi zozemsk® regiony a 1t egPiossnyedijn® h qpzS&

obsadily regi oyl(sBG3!z,TR®21lpRDr42, RG&Y, rHO31, RO12, EjG32aBG42).
Regiony byly d8le rozdRDleny podle visledn®ho pc
nejv2ce vysphDlI ® regiorkghbgr ¥mel pdkyp8fRedugdbt mzeh

Zkartogramu jsougar Nn® meziregsooaiSb@Ronomidd k@I vys g Wlyspthil T

me®nN vyspNIT jih), GpanhDlsku (vysphRIT sever a r
(vysphRIT jih a me®nND vyspNIT vichod)r,ot9p o3 eyl®mm
regionfTm). Rezd2Iregjsay Lepk®neppubpNk@ZPIg kder e
(Praha), regiony CZ02 a CZ06 se Sad2 memrh pr T
vysphRITm, pSilemg nejm®nN vyspNRIT se jev2 region
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Obr.22Kl asi fi kace regionT dle kompozitn2ho indik§8tc

P
Nejvyspélejsi regiony [1.-50. mista)
Vyspélé regiony (51.-100. misto)

Primérné vyspélé regiony (101.-150. misto)
Méné vyspélé regiony [151.-200. misto)
Nejméné vyspélé regiony (201.-248. misto)

Wl

Zdroj: Data Eurostat. Regional statistgson | i ne] , vl astn?2 z
Z8vDr
Vr §mci tohoto pS$S2sphNvku bylo prostSednictv2zm f
soci oekonomi ck®UV8s @2NDIroesgiionZ4 8EU. Soci oekonomic
regionT je dle visledkT anallzy determinovg8no p
prost Sed2, ekonomick® vikonnostmemg*vmad $e& yt ald® afv
rTov®ho potenci 8§l u a demografick®ho vivoje. Uv e
alternativn2ho hodnocen? soci oekononkonstitukbe vysph
kompozitn2ho indik8toru. Tento i nidi&g8dmirchvzmo &k
faktorovich sk-re. V&8hy byly stanoveny dle pod

pTvodn2ch 18 vprsdnrefdknll chyl yZspai oe®Romomidéh® wysnpl
regiony z8padn2, vichodnon&l ppgmozHY1t gplyyslilyelpla®
GpanDBDIl sku, NDmecku a ve Spojen®m kr 8l ovstv?2,
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STANOVENI E VZ® EZEHUVMBRANH MI
UKAZOVATEO MI ERKIORNDMYh KONNOST |
AFI NANLNEJ KAEACICNOVR NUTS |1 |

VSLOVENSKEJ REPUBLI KE

DETERMINATION OF THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN SELECTED
INDICATORS OF ECONOM IC PERFORMANCE AND FINANCIAL
CAPACITY NUTS Ill RE GIONS IN THE SLOVAK REPUBLIC
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Katedra verejnej ekondDep.ofPubic Economyand Regional Development
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Anot 8ci a

CieOom |1 8nku bolo stanoviS vzSah medzi vy br e
af i nanl nou kapacitou region$RnyMedgameypr &wni ¥i ow
existuje stredneisl n§ priama | ine&8rna z8vislosS. VIisledky
vbud¥%cnosti pregetri Sakitkitwrt® rfeadkiton§l wypH Tsvandse
zlogku nedaRovich vlIiakbonbdbmhckepgimbrikcow odWTSS alhlal .k

KO%l ov® sl ov§ 5
ekonomi ck8 vIikonnos§S, mi era sebestalnosti, mi er a

Annotation

Aim of this article was to determine the relationship between selected indicators of economic
performance and financial capacity of regions at T8JIIl level in Slovakia. Between selected
indicators there exists moderate direct linear relationship. The results of partial analyze indicated the
need of future investigation which factors arising from activities of regional government most affect
their own nontax revenue component in relation to the economic performance of regions.

Key words
economic performance, sedtifficiency rate, sefinancing rate.

JEL classification:H71, H72, R11

Ekonomick8 vikonnosS regi-nov zjiSeidétostt mi roav aenkSo n
prostredia @ o s p o poris kad c k edjansijt k&caijevhve nathedah mf akt or o
vi 8§mci ED je hospod8rska kr2przapojTénscasS ve&ladmwinc h
odzr kadOu jpaklesen eékenbreickey Vk onnegt i novniadgejajmivere vl é
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pr2j mov region8l nych samospr 8v na cel kovich pr
arozvojovich aktiv2t viastnimi pr2j mami

Ekoro mi cwkig8konnos S regi -nov s a naj |l astejgie mer i a
regions8lny HDP na obyvateOa, podi el HDP regi -r
produktivita pr8ce, % ekonomi cky akt 2celhogodmo obyv.
polte podnikov, priamgi Nakgari | n® invest2cie v

Finarklamp&ci t a regi-nov j enf mer ans§ ukazovat e Omi
zadlgovania daRovej, maj et kKovej a r e pvraotdeuckol vn e |
finanl| nej kapacity reprezentuj ¥ YazemnY»» samospr 8v
i jej stability, dtver yyhoadtneoidasioror Mo pdst abkevent fe
0O maxi mum przjmov, Ktdr®CchepvgemnEk s mospgEmci gt
vliastnlch zdrojov. Vystupuje tiedg ako meradlo s

verejn® statky z vliastnlch zdroj ofzamn® waemkejr §
m: guk azS svliznamn® pr2jmy aj zZz nedaRovlich zdrojov
i nvest2cie).

1. CieO a met - -d

CieOom pr2spevku je stanovi S vzSah medzi vybr
af inanl nou kapacitou riSBRPtvoduem¥%Wbobvnaj NUABt | | hevt
veOkom rozsahowdbprmejovamnsg erat Y%r e. Predpokl ad8&8m
vikonnostii vpl Ul kaj &v axtae Grontehn yf ivnan| nej kapacity
vliastn® pr2j mye n®amejcsgit 8wl cshs z dvroaj o v, ktor ® Yz emn
zi ¢ h e k onoark aorkd mihk ua podpor uj %ci ch aktiv2t |l o vp
samosprc®v ekonomi ckl rast a rozvo,j

Vpr §smeal ternat2vnrei epo®&dmal iekonomatc&k®ii twT konno

ukazovat eOom HDP na obyvateOa, hpubdukfpividamour
zt rgi eb za vliogas vjne® nwltk omwy ch r eguik-anzoocvhat 8ODS [ i In
kapacity sme zvoleisltial mioesrtud f(ivryg mldmeujj es eplodi el v

pr2j mmchjuasamofi nancovania (vyjadren% podiel om
region8l nej samosprsg8vy).

VI asptrir®@ mgi on § | nycshnesaor‘nossnrlrﬁrvzjcmabv(idhrymstb (podi e

dane), pretoge s¥% asSou vzpregpmopvefytipokboBIlpoalij
samosp|%§vnyechan|zmy figkgam@ho odyvodnSamalm®drhwz d-
skresleniu v wizeSdhkayv meéimamin yabk azovat e Omi ekonon
af i nan| nej kapacity regi-nov.

L a s ohd@bie zakt or ® sme Y.daje analyzovali, je od roku
hospod8r skej kr2zy, do roku 2010, n asktoiOkroe gvid-an oe
NUTS 111 Dboli pr2stupn® | en do tohto roku. Pane
pre eliming8ciu trendu i ntkeedgpodosaa®hat ive plraesnewne
“adaj ov, sme zvolild.@ paepelbabt hick@iénterea)iodnat@aait e Oo
Slovenskarepubliku vdanom roku.

N§s| sthaeezi sSovali |i existuje z8§vislosS vybranlec
ukazovat eOov ekonomicke|j vT konn ossepir eifjgeofriogcomn o v. NU T
korel al nej asnmeeptedlp(akgaallppnlalmumline§rnu z8vislosS. V

koeficientovsme preverilf ednosttrasimdm podOa vzSahu:
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w L VB G
p i
kdei je p8&8rovli kore)el pblkbepobebenowvan2. Nulov§ hy
l ine8§rnu. kdk evVEsiedkom test wdmive| blhdygpotz@my gt n
signifikantnossS rel 8ci e me d Z in a nel knoonuo milecyip @ w i t vol uk
Kvantifi k8cvediveprey vur opsrter edn2 ctvom odhadu jedno
modelu:
@ | e f Q phiB f

kiewj e hodnota vybran®ho ukb:tzoomaﬁ@@iasr%ei,vpanametrek
regresnejrovnicapj e hodnota vybran®ho ukazietvoant erQage e-knoen,o m
n8hodn8 zl c¢kgla prmdckdl U eagi - nov.

2. VIisledk

Slovensk8 ekonomi kahaap adksr2szye imBgim@ 8 vompgdvr S rc

hoci na ekomkmizokiat eOoch ssaamospp e jnayoknl20RX ma lcho
Toto obdobie poznalen® kr2zzou s me s k¥amal i oh
ukazovekdnenmikey | k o n nfasntain | an e j kapacity samospr8vnyc

ukazovateOouv abw® HDkza me sWy aav &t§Imi whkygdkk ame pod tabuC

Tab. 1 Pdajov§ z8k|l a8B0Rlm za obdobie rokov 2008

hdp PP HPH seb sam
0,8477 0,7006 0,1108 1,3446 1,4339
0,9062 0,5331 0,1006 1,6188 1,9023
1,1466 1,2259 0,1186 0,7471 0,6257
0,8715 0,9544 0,1122 0,6874 0,6052
0,7535 0,5687 0,0911 1,0348 0,9871
0,8233 0,9262 0,1180 0,6092 0,5164
0,5870 0,4866 0,0872 0,4214 0,3628
2,3052 2,5019 0,2614 1,5367 1,5665
0,8476 0,7965 0,1104 1,2448 1,3182
0,8874 0,4941 0,0982 1,3835 1,5992
1,1053 1,4082 0,1144 0,8405 0,7075
0,8652 0,9316 0,1113 0,7897 0,6983
0,7315 0,5151 0,0882 0,9178 0,8827
0,7825 0,8756 0,1122 0,6411 0,5787
0,5781 0,5031 0,0859 0,5485 0,5108
2,4432 2,0884 0,2794 1,6341 1,7046
0,8307 0,7109 0,1079 1,1255 1,1044
0,8857 0,5404 0,0977 1,5001 1,9146
1,1239 1,3305 0,1164 0,8219 0,7180
0,8859 1,1011 0,1139 1,0640 1,0070
0,7397 0,4642 0,0889 0,9626 0,8925
0,7898 0,9617 0,1133 0,7874 0,7248
0,5656 0,4822 0,0842 0,4518 0,4424
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2,4105 2,2078 ’ 0,2778 ‘ 1,2866 1,1962 ‘

Zdroj: vl astindajspv a@GvwexReilanTz h Y|l tov s&20006spr §vny
Vysvetlivky:

hdp-podi el HDP na obyvateOa na priemernej hodnote HDF
PP-podi el produktgiebt yap vtBvardlUES® na jéj kriemeynej hodnote NUTS IIBR
HPH - podiel hrubej pridanej hodnoty NUTS Il na jej priemernej hodnote NUTS IIl v SR

seb-podi el olistenej nrieraerngj haslrote eaNUES|IINVER t i na jej p

sam-podi el olistenej mi ery samofinancovania na | ej p
Sk¥mani enedeli § wik?2azovat e Omi sme zah8jili vypol 2t e
mati ca, 2 @atbneDkenaz nval uj e stredne siln¥% priamu |i
ekonomi ckej uvklakzoonvnactsetGmi a fi nanl| nej kéatpaatcii sttyi, c k p
nevliznamn%“ ukazelvatcie®ms finanl| nej pkapadiet wpmageo

ukazovateOa produktohi oydhesgdeenzkt ambl|l $mg mypust

Tab. 2 Koykli&rn®aukazovateleiekhowmomi Ek®holmkyokap

hdp PP HPH seb sam
hdp 1
PP 0,93214§ 1
HPH 0,983703 0,924113 1
seb 0,56142§g *** 0,349891 ** 0,503564 *** 1
sam 0,441075 ** 0,20739¢ 0,383631 ** 0,97833¢ 1
*** vyl znanmned nhal aldb né *wl zmamm®g nia,l a%i ne vIiznamnost.i

Zdroj: vliastn® spr

nal ej sme sa pomocou prevedene]j srieggnriefNSinkeajntanr‘oasIST:
ekonomickej vikonnostgiaoaS8ifmnajans$ ato kWipficy d Ny TSV, |
zob

Tab. 3 Visledky regresie

1. VzSah medzi wuprodverilemoHkDMiree @iu- fu nanl| n|
Coefficients t Stat P-value Regression Statistics | Significance F
Intercept 0,6047 4,3225 0,0003 Multiple R 0,5614 0,0043
hdp 0,3839 3,1822 0,0043 R Square 0,3152
2. VzSah medzi wuprodverniemoHWDmMiree @iu- s@amafin|
Coefficients t Stat P-value Regression Statistics | Significance F
Intercept 0,6039 3,1214 0,0050 Multiple R 0,4411 0,0310
hdp 0,3846 2,3052 0,0310 R Square 0,1945
3. VzSah medzi hrubou pridanou hodnotou a
Coefficients t Stat P-value Regression Statistics | Significance F
Intercept 0,5976 3,6931 0,0013 Multiple R 0,5036 0,0121
HPH 3,2196 2,7338 0,0121| R Square 0,2536
4. VzSah medzi hrubou pridanou hodnotou a
Coefficients t Stat P-value Regression Statistics | Significance F
Intercept 0,6090 2,7611 0,0114 Multiple R 0,3836 0,0642
HPH 3,1281 1,9485 0,0642| R Square 0,1472
Zdroj: vliastn® spr
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Vmodelochla$ m! gemerena h3%dine viznamnosti potvrdi S
tak aj modelu ako celku. Na 10foe | hl adi ne T znamno s tnie vd gaka mnmamit
aj vmodeli4 . Pomocou ukazovat e®agi HBS8m spao daalryi vi aot evQas vve t
variabilityo |l i st enej miery finanl nej sebestalnosti, pr
vVNUTS | 1|1 oproti priemeru SR znamenrgk rs@trnactnu rnei geil
NUTS 11| Q3Bpelcégniu@dienyac h bodov.

Obdobne|mbgnpauetcosvtaaStn@ model vy, prilom signifikse
fakt, ge viber ukazovateOov nepodmi eRuje exist

af i nan|l nou kapacitou YzemnlTch samospr §v.

Naz §k lpaodueji t Tch met-d m:geme dedukovaS, ¢ge val| gi e
Il vSl ovenskej republ i ke meran8§ vybrraadtm¥celyk amioe
finanl| nej samodti alameotviana a saRnocs|picBtveargperbzajkmoaoaviz o v
fyzicklTch osthb.

To poukazujseampasptr&vngehkte br ® sésh e8Rnonjewnkly vI1 kon
| e pe? e mamodn8ehky na podnikanie maj % i ch predstavitelia | epg
nedaRov®vIapstnq21mpdmlklam@JOskejnn@stl (napr . prengj
zahusSovaniu ich Yzemia ekonomickT mi aktivitami

Na overenie tohto predpoklbd#®Wonasst imywshddme® Zies thi

vypl T wvaktsce2t samospr8vnych krajov najviac ovply
kHDP na obyvatkhQabejegiprmnuame ]| hodnot e. Napr 2 k|l
podni kat eOsk®ho prostredia (ako pesédipomtvip akazoc
samospr8vnych krajov, | i kvalita managmentu Yzen

vidavkov prostredn2ctvom vlipsitjnmeh pHyzijemblhchol| ost
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A CASE STUDY OF THE CZECH REPUBLIC
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Anotace

C2lem ||l &8nku je pSedstavi:t stIedky hodnocen? k
( Yaz e mn 2 obvody obc? s r o megcns@RPp ai mepofegiany (krajes t 2 3.

regiony NUTS 3) Lesk® republ iokgye.naOrniagiwysd rn@n Tnoeht
interpretuj2c2ch kl 2] ov® obl asti soci 8l nzho pr
infrastrukturn? a environment 8l n2) . Na tomto z8§
progresivn?2 st anebiany.dknir2aj ak @ egodesowvn2z pak byl y

mi kroreghohBdtn2c®hgenlich pS2slugni mi hgpoiKSRjeobyvat
charakteristick8 pomRrnhD n2zk§& tYrnodveenkt ed i kf eproeknlce s
hodnot smdr erhr &ni c2m regionT NUTS 3. Cel kovD 1| ze k
residenln2 i investiln?2 atraktivitu regionT a te
Kl'2] ov8 sl ova

regiong8ln2 rozvoj, soci88ln2 prostSed?2, typologie

Annotation

The am of the article is to present the results of evaluation concerning of social environment quality
(SEQ) according to microegions (territorial districts of municipalities with extended competencies

of 3d degreei MEC regions) and mezaegions (krajei regions NUTS 3) of the Czech Republic. The
original method of evaluation is based on the selected factors representing key areas of SEQ (social,
demographic, urban, infrastructure and environmental area). On this basis the MEC regions were
divided into threegroups: regions with progressive, standard and regressive SEQ. The NUTS 3
values were then obtained by aggregation of miegional values weighted by relevant population.

It can be stated that territorial distribution of the SEQ values is charactebiyeaelatively low level

of differentiation and further a tendency to decreasing of these values towards to the borders of NUTS
3 regions has been also demonstrated. Overall, it can be concluded that poor SEQ reduces residential
and investment attractives® of the regions and hence leiegm sustainability of their developmeht.

Key words
regional development, social environment, typology.

JEL classification: R11
1. Dvodn? pozn8mky

Spol el enskehoppaiewn@@dt i vn2 neppehpeRvepte§Sej 2 z§kI .
pro napl Rov8n?s powlzentBavia& kR b mtuan kicent ext u j e d§l e po
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nas o c ir8ol znv?o j , ktserklonlomé ckpml @ envi rpoonknmegndtastl n2an jr
z8kl sdnaktur 8§l n¥entolo ngpsoenkenalml v pSedevg2m prosto
soci 8§l n2haTrraozzevno j ma sj eho Y%roveR, ke¢@i &uaftyen2hodn.
soci 8§l n2ho prostSed2 (KSP).

V tomto ohledu povagujeme za inspirativn?2 konce
druh® polovinhD minul ®ho stolet?2. PostupnhD se v
kvality g¢givota. Prvn2 2z ni csht gteo unotgmmhRo to nsad dito lj ce
je aplikace tzv. objektivn2zch soci8In2ch indiks$s§
spol el ensk®m rozbveounlg)(oblijreuchtll vemweldefi nuj 2c? K\
uspokojov§r$2klcslpotp$eli|etreslnc2 obyvat el |l z¢g evorzdal i
redukcionisticklI smir , neboS kvalita givota e |
mi mo ekonomi ku (nap$S. demografick® f aksvobady , kval
Posl edn? pS2stup s e oznal uj e j ako psychol ogi cl
subjektivn2ch pSedstav obyvatel formovanTch | ej
pS2jemnich a nepS2jemnich dbkeinwBUj2dycth HpoSktdst R
nemus?2 korebjpektdiovataesk osnoocmi&lkn2mmi i ndi k8§t ory. Cel
ge dosud| asedi®idsat lajnd o def i ni ci, ani o metod8ch

Rostouc? popul afrityw fGiodobaen? dikamhBdosbollivpsdb 2sh
di skusemi o dominantn2 roli HDP jak»m§klladm®2 hot §.
zde nepochybnhD pat$2 problematick® poug2vsgn? v
j ednonht | zi evrh2c. Tato praxe vyvolala Sadu iniciatiyv,
konomi ck®himeli| ®hkcomytmi ¢ wel fare (pSedpokl §daj 2c
ol ogky pSisp2vaj2c?2 k eknoanpoSni ckkRamiy b a h@®i
dz j sou odpol 2t8vs8ny) a iniciativu OSN
ou mNS2c2 celkov® bohatstv?2 mzopd] Dalbgan
je faktiek®nglk®hukov@n¥vojspopouze na | ehec
asto uvs8§dnni pS2klad snahy o zaveden? kon
rub®ho n8§rodn2ho ¢gthDst 2, zavedenl v Bh¥t ¢
sznamnI pSyswBBeln?2 k pot Sebnich pSedpokl adT pro
udrgitel n®ho rozvoj e, obecniD interpretovan®ho | ¢
pS2tomnosti, ani g by osl abovadnen®@aoirng 1987) nap! Rov §
Na rozpracovg8§n?2 konceptu kvality ¢givota se pod?2
(1997) Rogerson, Findlay, Morri€l989) Smith(1973) Veenhoven(1996) An d@e®Y & Im

(2008 V r 8§ mci ugitTch pS2 st unpel kathgoZdrmozc§ejnn#enkwaeISetJ

Human devel opment index (HDI) publ i kovanrnTt Ekagdc
index a MercerEs quality of | imNdsntg rreesppo.r t meat rdo§p
regionT, jejichg viznamnTm popul ari z8toseimtyce?
vDnuj2c2ch se hodnocen? kvality ¢givota | ze d8l e
(Eurobarometer), World bank (World ddopment indicators) a World resources institute (World

resources). Z dom8c2?ch autorT se pak hodnocen?m
Mederly (2004) kteS2 sestavili index kval HRIyposleddidr gi t e
dva uveden?2 autoSi se VvV r8mci Centra pro soci 8l
givota vDnovali i na region8ln?2 Yar ovni . Na p oz

probl emati kou z a(h9B0j, a/ystoupin(E0875 T o UMEEDST) ] Kladivo (2011) a

Gi vD(2009)§ Pot Sebn® je (20mM} nikt er T WokdlLUnapracov§gn?
zamNDSen® na hodnocen2? soci §ln2 situace 63 nejvli:
ukazatel T Zalbbiiwjgsheé 2pcrh8 c e, cenu bydl enz, kvalit
kimi nalitu a pS2jmy obyvatelstva
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2. C2] a metodika vizkumu

Hl avn2m c2l em proveden®ho vizkumu je vyhodnocen?
a mezoregion8l nebl ¥rkgvnilalkesk®&dmeg ky pr o mi kr or €
zvol eny Yzemn? obvody obc? s rozg2Senou ipTsobnc
celkem 205 jednoteknimo Prahu, kter® | ped&ltmzmigni egisony utv§gSe
vazeb cettasj eho z 8z e m2 m. Mepak egvo8%8| 3 KrapVgRresp. |
kraje). Tat o Yiewvlke® rpsSepwBltiacnd | Esnvolregs ony NUTS
pro i mplementaci Kohezn2z politipkltky EU) hl avn2 pro

KSP je ch8p8na jako agpragdehnpvIicoecmek2 cTaemoz kil
soci 81 n2ho rozvoje regionT. Jej?2 hodnocen? je ko
“wst Sedn2ho pojmu kvlialdayj @jkoonaj vHiaodn 8y ¥l eev:?

soci 8l n2ch indik8torT. Zde je vgak nutn® upozor
vibhRDru tNRchto indi k8§t ovde ok s enddlkeSk todruT BPMivnme ex
Jejich vibNRr je proto do znaln® m2ry individug§ln?2
preference zpracovatele, al e i dostupnost rel eva
i v8&hy vybr atnd mtho falkilteod df[§ g dfrek |j ®j2 men kwaveden2 by
neboS Aide§8ln2id spolelenskl rozvoj by mhDlI refl el
nNDkter®i zbyly upSednostnhDny pSed preferencemi | i
jsou zcela relevann 2 j en pr op rodbdywkattied is2tm ov Yk u ) . Zaveden?

iev
rizi kem zk,reslov§inf)r<yTisI dkTadiodhaoeBeauer@sal. amer |
1987) kde pSi pougit2z rTznlch vah by$A pd¥daznana kb
do nejlepg?2, nebo naopak do nejhorg? skupiny.

— M

Po provedenTch analTlz§&ch bon pro hodnocen?2 KSF
vidDt gina podrobena dTklIlra&%m sa 2t vi( I¥ ugneckh® Ssyt nuidboi V28 e
Kutscherauer, 2010, Mederly et al., 2004)Prezentovan® pw? ccdr2o zjmdr @ @i
hodnocen?2souddbB 2an byl a znal n8 pozornost vlnov&8na
identifi\,ky)u/gaintT?crh mSedchoz2ch viplkg@my. pdbywac2oblyhs
faktor T, pkothelre®d umajjeednzot |l i vich akt®r T region8ln2h

spr8va) exogenn2? charakter a |lze je rozdnDlit do
ASOC|§In2|'nfadIOterydogit2, vzdDI| anasts potratovost,z a mN s t
kriminalita
A demogr afi cikpeSifrmlketesiy pohyb obyvatel stva, me ¢
vDkovs8 struktura obyvatel stva
A urbanistiiok®ahakaoey urbanistickl rozvoj, ur!l
A infrastrukzdwavdnrei dfka& tiomfyr astruktura, soci 8§l n?2
A environmenthkr anj2i frm&totrryukt ur a, kvalita ovzdug
KSP jednotlivich regionT ORP pak pSedstavuje so
ng§sleduj2c2m postupem: ozaSmrziem&r nr2edi omka zmad cell €
jednotliv® faktory s vyugit2m statisticklch sku
zaSazen? regionT podl e dz1l ] 2ch faktorT a trar
general i zovainilicchh sptruop RKTompg exn2 hodnocen?2 (od ne
stupeR) Krajsk® hodnoty pak byly z2sk8ny agregese
pS2slugnimi polty obyvatel. Zevdi n cpeabkvaitouh! edu |
podni kat el skiemP) ,p SletdesBR i igpemnjzovastter il t§onreiloBl nN ¢ h
konkurenceschopnést kt erou | ze obecnlD definovat jako scho

pS2j my a Yar ov e B o ammi]lsdjaitacnho s v ¥ s tva v e n 2(Eurapeal j § 2 k |
Commission, 1999)Tutod ef i ni ci djloumodm® ®h o pohl edu interpr:e

konkurenceschopnost. i je vysok8 atr a®tioviitnd er g ie
pak | ze vyvozovat, ge region8ln2 kpodkhkiukahebsk®b
pr osf e de? Vitnrkaajkol.,, 2011, Viturka, 2011) al e i Yar ovnz KSP pSile
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udrgitelnost je podm2nRna vyvg8genim vztahem obo
vpodstathD o Segen? jieohm® izsda i z&Klcehd m2 Sz ekx i sat esri « €
3. Hl avn?2 vilIsledky vl zkumu

Hodnocen?2 KSP poskytuje veSejn® sprs§vh, podni ka
strukturovan® informace o] rel evantn2ch Lfeaskkt® r e
republ i ky, kter® maj 2 adekvs8tn? dopady na cel
ekonomi ck®ho rozvoje (trval® zhorgov§gn? kval ity
givotn2zm prostSed? | i viraznl mpSiwypdow88§nkRen XKV y
Aneproduktivn2chfii n&8kladT jak veSejn®ho, tak i
soustavy fpkvo? TebgpB vzategaynORE.Padly efpFRvnD | ze ty
regiony rozdDIl it nsa InparidopgrrTensirvmou (%lnaogmmn?mwK&fﬁeodmot
ni gg?2 miivzhledgmkd a b g2 m vihodgm, naIbIzkdakaqumzsb ahpBV|t

dodatelnhN zaSazeny i hoemgooami kKEPskRPecmND mPpSte v g
hranici), $ andaranpr('[rnEDginooruy Ysr ovin? KSPyi BnDepgoepi YmBr
“urovn?2 WISPnrtljmi shodnot amil svlyeggdjlk Tmi h sncenjo c3g r62) . v yzZp | T
rozlogen2 hodnot KSP je charakaceai(sneajckd&u podamirmd
krajn2 klasifikaln?2 skupiny a pSiblignn I3 regio

rozd2l em j e nskurtoez dnobset o o ggeePPny p- |y rozvoj e, p -

krajsklch mDst v| etennd M.r abhoyl edsol pal vni} n ®hodsepgai nounj 2 n e

viiji mku pSedstavujZ regiony K. Var, bst2z n. L. ¢
I

posti genlch krajT vykazuj 2 pouze prTITmDrnou KSP

potvrzen 2 Myrdal ovy teorie obRgn® Kkumul ativn?2 kauzsa
hodnoty KSP se vgak nevztahuj?2 k Praze, al e

nadpr TmRrnou KSP jegth osm dal g2ch 1Se ieadmT .es kWM
a Jihomoravsk®m kr aji kz®83émh MPraaldyba cR®ma) Vg so

Ost at n?2 regidoonnyi njapow2mak zaSazeny do prTmhRrn® (
podpr TmhDrn® (31 regionT) spkoudplien ys t aPtri Tsmllrcnk®  hoopdt
veli kostn2ch skupin regionT s hranil| n?2 mi hodnot s
3,03; 3,12 a 3,19.

Z rozvojov®ho pohledu hraj? hl avn? roli Paktory
VpS2padhD prvn2 velikostn2 skupiny (tvoSen® regic
takp Sedstavuj?2 silnou str&nku pSedevg2m faktory u
a vzdDbDlanosti, a nakpakni siladbhoy, svDEok® fSaktwudkt wr
struktury a kvality otvezrdtug 2s mi¥Vred rmiviyelh ab zkuojlset @iz r w &k w
(celkem 18 regionT), kter§&8 se od pSedchoz? skurg
nezamBsnost i a faktor urbanivs zinakw®dlo2 nribnz vop ec i(fti

Yazemn2 m vymezenz2m nejsznamnDjéagzzecrh?nlﬂDCSsttsrkeivcyh dr ce
skupiny). N8§sl eduj 2c?2 dv0D nvaedlpirkTomgBupn?a ms k wpyizmya | si¢
v I r awzynglg 2 m2r ou hetteSreagensiktuyp.i nW r(&8miciregi onT) t e

identifikov8ny pouze faktor vzdNDl anosti a faktc
faktor kriminalityouapevn@® 92tpvardt® nsekjuspiilnnyDj(il 0zla srte g
identifikovat pouze fakt o csélrabbaorui ssttircgknehuo ppS2ossltu
U p8t® skupiny (36opBgoom®nuvg@kTsitoe hiBamugeni ty,
tvoS? (ponhNkud pSekvapivnh) faktor nezamBDstnanos
vgechny wurbanistick® faktory a d8§8le faktory vz
Zvige uvedenl digVvigvfocaomadc? rigae oaT WOBRNnhr aj 2 nej mé
di ferencial n2 rol i faktory rozvodovost.i a potr e
pohybu obyvatelstva (tomto kontextu bylo v § mc i vymezenT ch skupin iden
regi p67zsi voSukIvardonncch zdemograficklch faktorT). V
faktorT j e tedy rozhoduj 2c2zm ZpTsobem det er mi

hi erarchicklich %rovn2ch (napS. vgeobempS® sdmimyd ¢
n8rodn?2 | egislativy).
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Ve druh® etaphb byly provedeny agregace (wici kroreg
tabuka). Zt Dchgoegac2 vyplITveg, ge Vv8gen@nekprS2jlsikg® vhed dk
rozphDt?2 018 %«rdsp. odd€l5dd6 12 % bez Pragsk®ho kraje) k
pr TmhDr u. Ve dvou strukturg8lnhD postigenTch kr aj
aj sk®ho mDsta dokonce hor g2Pokodepgk jde @ vzealy €SPan § ho

t ®

Kr
HDP byl a ze isgltadn8a zpSowizs| ost . Obecnou pS2|inou
nezohl edRuje hodnoty vznikaj?2c2 mimo ekonomi ku (
z8kl adn?2 droaukédgb® dynamice procesT ge@¢imPnm? a
postupn® prodlugovgn? reprodukpmv¢redhm cy®d gadf] .a
postupn® zkracov§8n? reprodukl| n2zch cykbszmadn,obr
sadekv 8t n?2 mi viivy na vIvopS”sImcm@thanoppobsleadﬂ
faktor T, kter® | ze nejl ®pe demonstrovat na pS2kl
di sponuj 2 venkovsk® regiony) a skupiny wurbanist
regiony) faktorT.
Tab. 1: Cel kov® hodnoty KSP podl e kraj

kraj KSP KSP centra pol| et ts.b

Praha 2,50 X 1273

St Sedol e 2,90 2,44 1275

Ji hol esk 2,64 2,31 637

Pl zeRs kIl 2,91 2,56 575

Karl ovar 3,31 3,38 310

Dsteckl 3,47 3,09 830

Li bereck 2,93 2,53 439

Kr 81 ov®h 2,87 2,56 556

Par dubi c 2,74 2,31 518

Vysolina 2,73 2,44 513

Ji homor a 2,93 2,56 1170

Ol omouck 3,03 2,50 640

Zl 2nskl 2,89 2,50 590

Mor avsko 3,40 3,50 1236

Lesk§ re 2,95 2,50 10562

Pozn8mka: V pS?hadpeS} 8etdhpsp @beodgiSkn wc eMlita d® vEd lagyselna ki

Zdroj: vliastn?2 wvlIzkum, L S

Na z8kladnhn synt®zy z2skanlTch visledkT byly v pro
pravidelnost?2 resp. tendence:

A mezoregi oni®lSe?v|BrdajeR 2 tendence ke zhorgov§gn
smDrem Kk hr agouladd m e&r agmi vsKuppeirniyf ®f Bdr of sel e
modi fi kovan® jejich dosavadn2m soci §tem2m v vc

Amakroreglon|§g§|1d2n§%rjoa\/serRD pSevl 8§daj 2 c? tendenc
wroveR je vgakl zZzacnenTspojneengaatsd v n2 mi anom§lie
nadmBDrnou preferenc? strategicky vigk@amaTl ch
pr Tmysbdiolw2 centr 8l nhD pl 8novan® ekonomiky) .

Vige uveden® skutelnost. potvrzuj2 nezpochybnite

regi onTprOR®Pgsech formov§8n? soci 8l nzho NprostSedZ
regin 81 n2 c h vivojovich upt gndTT crha sholbeddeibstkcah . cveZl k o

spolelensk®ho rozvoje je pot~Sebn® pSi pomenout \
skutelnost, ge KSP v | z n a nooHodobou z fpfksrenteschopnostv | i v R
audr gi t el nost rozvoje jednotlivlich zem?2 a jejic

zjigtnNDn2 podpe ThnMa jn® us Yar ov mte zK IR b2 a zorbaome mpaolsyl ewd n 2
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tj. 2001 ag 2011 stagniacTibepcpgme] vicopulkal pd|l paklod:
vt omt o ohl eMlour azvjsik@ptsDreEmr & ®mr &wvlire§snk28 (creelp8u bl i ka 2z az
pS2r Tstek o 3,2 %) . Uvreaddemrl T nplYroncoeus e nei g¥zacce sooyj
koncentrovanou apol?gezdetatgzvnzdﬁlalannl‘iljg2 skupiny cog
konkurenceschopnost pS2slugnich krajT.

4 . Z8vDr

Prezer]tovanT pS2sphNvek poskytuje teoreticky i p
prost Sed? za mi kroregi ony,a kiteero® edgioonwyr | L ¢ Rk @
st k

ekonomick® a sociologick® pé2 upy k vIzkumu

ugitelnou generalizaci slogit® skutelnosti, ktert
aeikprakti ck®Bul 8dg2ah probl ®mT spojenlch s efekt
rozvojem. Konceptual irz8mnecei zrzesgkiaon &lhn 2p ommlaittkiTk yv (
optimalizaci strategickich priorit hobkpod$8dh® :
probl ®mT spojentiehipi g2 sensamosnhoju2c?2 ucelenou t
udrgitelnl rozvao,j vietnhD jeho vazeb na rovnhg
konkurenceschopnost. a kevhalpajymTgijvet aavZCh8&§pgnhld
vgeobecnou hodnotovou orientac? spémel nd-stvi., ep
atl anti ck®ho ikwl®tuwr ns2ohuov i sk roush u se ztotodgRuj eme
hierarchii aoéelSeb p@dPoWwisdao$eln2 univerz§ln2 a
udr giteln®ho rozvoje v duchu kritick®ho raciona
vbl 2 zk® budoucnostl) m8l o pravdhDpodobon@itTyto

jako z8minka pro zpo
soci &l mp2oach ok ared midk lé h &
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Anotace
Vdruh® polovinhD 20. stolet? se zal2naj? formovat
tak® | i dskl kapit 8| znaldsii, dovddrosti,ksehppindstgd vlaginBsti fedincea v u j e

kter® usnadRuj2 vytvg&Semkclh®odbnBhahasacs&8Enahd

pr o prosperitu cel ® postindustri 8l n2 spolelnost
vyspRITch zem? svRDta. SoulasnhD dokl 8d8, ge vel mi
kter® di sponuje tou vlIihodou, ¢ge je mhDSitel n®. D2
vL e

sk® republice a pS2|di.ny a dTsledky vivojov®ho

Kl 2] ov8 sl ova
i dskT kapit8&l, vzdRI &8vs&n2, postindustri &8l n2 spol
Annotation

New types of capital began to emerge in the second half of 20th century. The new capital has also
become human resources, which are increasingly important. Human capiited knowledgeskills,

abilities andindividual qualitiesthat helpcreate a personakocialandeconomionell-being whichis

importantfor the prosperity othe postindustrial society.In the contribution it is shown on example

of developed countries. There is also analyzes significanbp#ie humartapital - educationwhich

has the advantage that s measurable. Thus we can follow up trendssducation in theCzech

Republicandthe causeand consequences thie trend

Key words
human resources, education, pastlustrial society

JEL classification: 125

V soul jeamo svtyis ptDy widglked8mi cky se rozv?2jej2c?2 infor:i
V tRchtdockIdcb@nelgl o) kniéomala®mUn\?'¢hesp§OV|nov
mo h ou(nebdbyly)hl avn2m hnac2m prvkem hospod§Ssk®h r
rozvoje vzdRlanosti, | iylskPrcéz erndrdTda bRidgeghenpo? o g
dTl egitosti rozvojletmdlled s t ®wd hr l&kiatpD & §ISu s p Nt kK pi
makroekomnomikk®ekonomi ck® %Yrovni . Vygg2 wWroveR
jednotlivecTm, tak i iovdIn® zepndlme| nost i nebo jednot
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Obsahovou ng&plR pS2sphDvku je mogn® rozdDhl it dl
k

teoretick® je objasnit a definovat pojem | idskT
dan® pr obl e madotki pozernostifab v &naochr ani | n2 . Druhl c2| s
pr aktaitapko@oc2 anal T zydemdgraaflichk,sqre ¢iok a k@atvealt T sou
situaci zpohleduz d r oijnfveast i ¢ do | i ds k ®h oZ aknatpS utj8el us ev ploedsrko®

vy br ankdt erhiastai ky vzdhRlI8vZmamnikdaler® ¢ el eidmeen ekt |

ekonomicklI

Jig zng&ml britskl ekonomWpr Behi poAnezdgiklt 2% ®p Hted|
spot Sebov8&vgEno,pomddvynoj evedsv¥ilerobn. A pr 8§ce vy
produktivniDj g? Jinak 8BSetemé&8nokadpiet HIiok gmpaintpsrla 0j0es
tedy schope sv®ho zhodnocen2. Alternati viidngrel mfo gaakRt ic
kt e

t investov8§na na prim8rn2m kapit 8§l
z hl edi ska inanln2ho vyjg§8dSen2, v j8dru jsou
dTl egi tT mi znaky, jkelkro ®pekhmaiyd zjgk | magiv pr ot ou f o
investice.

2Nov® typy kapit 8§l

V. prTbNhu druh® polovinyYy 2@. vOdel&i t hsignmedaa? & h §
nNDkodukT dkapit8&8lu. 8Yeketbm@20606robl ®mu utvE&IdE, ¢e
j e ug2vsgna pSedevg2m v obl asti rozvojovlich st
strategicklich a koBklepdinglkd nrotkudebhd @omébj ek tvigvark
Vymezen? nov T c lypologieb T p iktaegjlistosul olo. g Semy sj ednocuj 2 c:
r ¢ mec, kterT by zaruloval, aby jednotliv® typy
dostupn®s ezuwlraogreD aaby nedoch8zel o k jMajoihe® kwzp§ jtd
(zej m®na pak kabt)ugjhgouwowel8min2neaj &ksnlD defi nov_§8n)
m2ry intuitivn?2, Vel k1 pwr yonbel o®Reniw ¥pdalkn 2 v y kzanzaul jo2s t t2 Y
kt gdoudm ap S2 | rTznl mVe kelp@B 66,y .s .Pod) emTgenremyr ozl i g
kapit8l T:

A pS2rodn?2,

AfyzickTI,

A finanln2,

A soci 8l nz,

A kulturn2,

A lidskT kapit§gl

PS2rodn2ms & apipaS§im% o n 2 zdroj e, jako je pTda, | e s
kapit §l j sou materi &8l nz virobn2 prostSedky vyt ve
stat kub.a Fsilnuagnel n2 m k a pd d s§tl ,epm & sfoiun ammyl jnk2e npyrYesspt oS eyd,
akcie a dliukapisgl | paoickIppBR| masik ® isd mi a vz§je
por ozumBDn?2Kumetzur m?i nkkapi t 81 jsou materi 8l n2 produ
virobu komodit a Islogkbv§§ KdVour hdr &mpi Egplicitn
materi 8l n2 objekty, jejichg prim8rn2m % elem je
noviny, CD, polab8kreOptedoijtwame, i chpkicitn2m kul't
podstathD vgechny | lovhRkem vytvoSen® produkty (kt
vtNleno pS2mo do virobku, a nelze ho jednoduge
okop2rovsgn cell materi &8l n2 objekt).

LidskT kaptt&tDjen®PajDlriazadchl iplozzerma tzknya | @ sitn f o rt ma
jedinecr @8] @ «dhkopen wWj&&kSimt zp Tkomemi kovat) a |
dovednosti, ktisc@opaoat mkt u8hkt @t n®hbezproodfkded
nepSen¢sipbeln®esell, 2006, s. 9)
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dskl kapit 8§l

LidskT kapits§8l je term2n, kterfeijjedmnsikepdesamtinz m N
definoustadl ealr Tpzonj2e ma uat ol Siid si knit ekreppbiel &jjeBrmaegn® | i ds
kapit §l vzymeelza ¢t ij akodovednost i, kter T mi jedinec
rozumbt [ popdaogktivhiosBka, tdeod yp rtood u kecoe . j €T aiknit\oe
| i dskT kapit§l §kleadbszkniall loavpsint §la.k 0J ezh o ¢giorzgy?? Slein@ srk
kapitsgl, kter Tm se rozum?2 potenci 81l rozv2jet a u
Zakladatet e or i e | i dsk ®h o dkeafpiinosv aul Geirdsyk 1B ekcakpeirt, 81 | ak
aodpov2zdaj2c? motivace tyto schopnosti a doved:
rozhoduj? o Y% asti na tvorbhD |idsk®ho kapit8lu |
V. jeho pojet? jsou vinosy ,nad%. tWedpm? imzndeyp e nlhg
zl epgen? zdr av?2, kul turn? vzdDIl anost, posun na
(n8klady ztracen® pS2|oeS¢iztens?t it)RNcahttop & imkviedsdtsi Tcda I
viznam v r &maii tI8il dis k®hastoo Becken998). zdr av 2 (

Podl e dokumentu N8rodn2ho vzdDI| 8vacdehnfo nfoorrBdu | laek
z8soby znalost2 a dovednost2 ztRDlesnhNnlich v pra
pracovmirodsrrdamikaur €nl n2 schopinkwsal ilLteas kl®i, 20488pl ucbhl i zZkdy
Podobnou definici vypracoval a OE2dasti, goeednbsd, n 2 §
schopnosti a vliastnosti jedinceéhokwent®&k®@hma dRwmjhz
Li dsk®-lziddrsokiie kapit §lI je jednou ze slogek intel
“wroveR noosf®ry prostorou@®gpmdpojky?2 mMTgskbkmrhkanp

A souboru znal oseaRtu§lyrdactkich a intel

A osvojenim komunikaln2m schopnostem,

A nezbytnim manu8in2zm a praktickim dovednostem

A c2lenhD vytvgSen® motivaci

Lidsklvlgaklméan jen visledkem ovelddl Sada2s| agek p
kt er ® s e rultbdhSkegdrid@htoa j edi nce a mezi kter® mTgem
A vzdnl §vgnz,

A vrozen® schopnosti,

A rodinn® prostSed?,

A soci 8l n2 prostSed?2.

Pokud tedy budeme cht2t |idskl kapit§l mnSit, ml
ohodnotit vrozen®scsc1:|h§)lpmzospr|osatsendﬂ nmedu m2 me, t ak
ge | idskl kapit§l je pSedevg2m visledkem vzdnDIl §
tedy objem znalost?2 a dovednost 2. Jenomge to toa
m2ur, mTgeme poug?vat d®l kW ev palligve§ nj?dne(nkeovsacnh® ns |
|l idsk®ho kapit8lu jsou z2sk8vg8§ny zejm®na Vv pro
| l ovDka, se zamhSen2m na tvorbu schopnost?2 pougi
AvytvoS@nhodooty,

A uspokojen?2 spolelensk® potSeby

A uspokojen2 osobn2 potSeby

A zvigen2 nhRDkter® z forem region8ln2ho kapit§gl
Jedmn§potenci 8§81 skrytl v hlavgch 1id2, kterlT ner
ekonomi ckl rozvoj zuemdl jtee nBtloov VppgotwednScgitt dosid21 et a
Ekonomov® m2vaj?2 probl®&my s vysvDtl en?2 m,obp’r ol n |
st§l ®ho rTstu pS2jmIipnavosbhurob62j egmkoadgdgsokdeck
pTdypradukce fyzick®ho kapit8lu na jednoho zamD
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elimny 2 k!l es ajrozsalfu, kaylemé sy NH k@ vzypsovnidtl ov8n? nebo sta
sevysviDtluje, pr ol e k onone jkoy jgr ¢ VM, vidiywgop g 8% r ¢ d
USA, v Japonsku a ve. vyspDhDllch zem2ch Evropy

OdpovNDN fhledcatt n®OdyT aojtiechni cklvoylyui A alpasotdukt kive
Apli kac2 wvhDdecklch poznatk'[“,vevlevri@hlﬂctfmecdfmmecgrhdm

a vicviku na pracovn2m m2sth. Hypot ®z u, ge rozv.
pS2|inou dlouhodob®ho ekapS?nkka@dmmskiumeI)qsdagzclpodpo
asijskIlch Zemzcmedb(Bome@ddemzmrSo?Jr'[ PSesto z§sluh
kapit§|u, dz ky dobSe tr®novanl m, vzdnhDldobrrm® a t
hospod&Ssk® dWitk@awn Ib. zDBavligs?l ost i ekonomi ek @bag n®T st
vysledovat \charat er u dne@g@Rd Rlbst v?2. V tradil|lméch wzdiDld$nh
nebyl o deTzbeygtin® mSald@vtal i seimdiNtpm sodiée2 pat
nejni gg2m vzdRDIlI 8n2m. Dnegn?2 f ar mBuSsiej\ g azkv | Budsneoju?t
glechtitelsk® a chovatel sk® metody, nov® metody
sl ogitT mi pS2 s takdonjeis ahtldav nzmd Iplr&ons’t Seedk em k zacho
vzemnDdDI st v?2

ds kil | kapiLte$ k §

MTgeme ted vige uveden®ho
pSev®st do zem2, ale j8dro p
regi onu. V L-exlp® rt @i uwolziieowa t cav amSev § gn
k j
t

<
=]
o]
N
o w
5
o]
o
o

energet.i Jjceh maugrmo®& i povagovart za nejv
postindu ri 8l'nz epoge prs8vhn |l idsk® zdroje a |id

V Lesk®
na vzdDnDI
HDP a po
gkol stvz2, t
maj 2 dvbh slo
A mzdov® n§
A provozn?2

vge ostat

l'ice vl 8§da vymakinnEd QORBRCD zwdydd Ejv8 n¥
ejn® a soukrom® finanln2 prostSe
to krit®ria pat$S2 nage republ i ke
elLR hBAl oegion8l n2 Jgkolstv2z (mat

o w ™

dyygkol, cog jsou tzv. ostatn?

—_——
o ~

T O >

leij acn®n D e z

raaﬂnfholomlmdem)lsﬁnn pr(
adn2ho vzdnhl §n2, pSStlSemgo gkroT rsikril mEW zIldiNh & n 2 M
TzemiSa@ 2 na prvn2 pSz2riokeye, 20 1Kdyl® wee zy Kk &ldh om
dogkol 8kT.

WENCSCNITOTRO
D W3 TOOK X®
DT -OCSSn< T

no X — = a

st 8&ng veo sudiaMNdsEvr opsk® uni i | i n2 p
T v%poplkeavi Lea&k®balewptdobdriiiecne vsyes o k ® ¢
s teund i &ah r unbTag eg ecshtSiardd t g g kloarceme paudd i
e na Bezdim® vnr2stjoe ojdisptodur Tst pol tu
neborSocve 200@ kpS$iyj Frmanl Y25 % p Siphdisbgedndl tielhu, c(hnayzne?| Tu
nNDkterTch |l etech se jednalo dokonce ag o 90 % os

“V minul®m stolet2 se z8§kladn2 gkoln2 vzdhDI§n2 stalo celos
vzdNDl §n2 s maturitou. DRti ze stSedn2ch tS2d a z Achudlchi
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Tab. 1: Srovn8n2 poltu vysokogkol 8ku podle S| 2t 8§

Rok s| 2t8n2 alDlDaly
1991 2001 2011
|Dokon!en® vysoko| 7.2 8,9 10,1

Zdroj L SB, 2013, vlastn?2 z

T rTst vgak nese tak® nhRkter® problemati ck

ltu studentT ne wregdisvmtmby sdidimde | fHtkrod r§

, zda tak vel kIl pod2z2]| popul ace m8 VvThb
ysokogkol sk® studi um.

v
poltu studentT je pS2|linou Amasifikac
st

Uv’e
A

0
u
®

zS5ox<
w w o P

n
S p
§8zko
roln
r Tst |
souvi sl o [ nen2 jen mognost udr gen? odpov2d
“wroveR v2ce neg 70 |esklch vysoklTch gkol s n
udr gi telnogpol takov®ho
A Pogadavky na mezin8rounKvaslriotvinat edablchvysdk
postindustri 8l n2z spolelnosti jsou do jist® m?
A Za z8vaegmouwn®skataednoastt, ge v Lesk® republic
od 15 do 29 ani nestuduje a amipracuje.
A Varuj2c2 je stsglT p
pSedevg?2m technicklc
vgech vy s dNyonFk od &
o
n

_—] O N —

okl es poltu vysokogkol sk
k h vinDd. V roce 2000 mRhdI o
k fodnota |ipSed 2 §@mcBbda %,t
kol skl ch dborn2kT jsou mugi . V. post |
dbor n?2cin2nav Ndeyc h nkitkeuS 2a vsmeS Aathabdd gau j i2n @\Sa
bsolvent T doktorskTchtst wdiojbn2sc hu kpornolg
kol skTm studi em.
i vysokogkol sk®ho vzdhDlI 8v8n2z neprob2h8 ¢g8§8d
Tgeme porovn§vat ve vRtginhD pS2padT pouze
je mrutalea & mci gkol stv2 z8kladn2ho a stSedn?

n2 budouc?2ch kvalitn2ch studentT na vysok

Lo |
oO® 3

Vt ®t o0 oblasti ¢gkoln2ho syst®mu se jev?2°motuace
Leskou republiku jMvkroos&kuz@)InDbyllarmagl2icZovg§no ¢
|l etech 2000, 2003 a 2006 byla postupniD vDnovS§r
S2rodovRNdn® gramotnosti).tiV ar chdeavh@0 % es d t pBbrs

okr 8t i se zSektedred ke dz dgf it @Sa uinc®%m ot euxpt! Tamt n N n 2
tND nejdTlegitNjg2 (cog potvrzujKaenaPdepbnl | o
edkV[@jsEMIIrn® YrovnhD |ten§8§Ssk® zeméd mopBCdsity p.
nz2, nhNkter® zemND wdrazpPTkeNepgitlonwpamb®bileb
m, kde doglo % (dmamh@®mu zhor gen

Podobnl trehdojvyrprdf mivem Dv mat emati ck® i pS2rodovl
Lesk8 republika gemiDt gemkter ®paadg!| ol dedtadigod T. T2 n
pr Pm z e m? OECD, zat?2mconaemgt PDakdwmattcecreat POR® by
vpS2r ondBo wglldamot nost i

®V r§mci get $kmumBh$AvpPsomosti a d

ovednosti, kter® u z
spolelnosti. ZemD, kter® se v roce 200

d j so
9 z%Wl astnily tohoto ¢
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Obr.1:VIi voj m® TérlavnD | ten§Ssk® gr amepton ®dt ibodtTSedoe
510

505

P
500 7 NG
495 / B el

490 // P

e

480 4

475 T T T
2000 2003 2006 2009

Ceskd republika ==——N&mecko

s Madarsko P olsko
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Uvede;nT propad kvality pol 8tel n2ho owWzdlzle§ wnw&n 2 ab
(naps. vysokog~kolgi;k(®tn)1,2mak/ednllékv@mdmi c\keo u s peejpe re
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ekonomiuch®I| ence je mogn® spojovat s tzv. formal:i
re§mtliouhodob®ho Kondratjevova cykIl u. Gl ob8I nz2 el
kde je Y%WroveR n8§rodn2ho hospod§Sstv2 znalnhD z§v
disperze.Cy k1 i c kT ekonomi ckl pokl es z nsanmedneSn 2 r escpeosti$S

pokles jeho givotn?2 Yar ovnD. Po
e projevuje sn2gen2m n8kladT vDno
SedkT vhDnoNWla@&§wlenfAavoeg®her d @isua
blice tvoS$S2 v2ce neg 80 % export
vn2zch exportn2ch odvRtv2ch pracuje pSes 600
dstavujevivitvmiz asutrompdbi |l T. Zhruba 83 % viv
! 0 s
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my £Isk® Lk epu
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sng8 | egle8 sevlog i Oriirakgay 1BV &c an a2l L¥rvonv8n 2p rraockow n129
Rov® %l evy nal 8kaly po roce 1989 do Lesk® r.
inou lokalizowahi®, ppSze §§gnbDjVonspBEHOB v r colp)
2 jndustri8ln2 a pSech&8z2 do postindustri §I
intelektu. V Lesk® republice vige finan| n?2
t’Ro s kutelnosti plnhD neodpov2dS§g.

Z8vDir

rnhD rozs8hl & zahi
ice nebyl o dopos
ch studi 2 tak zat
rovinh.

adn®. V
kmadbth
[ pouze

D S

cel ® simeljelnn ovs tlieispgkeRu fr fesptuddd ti delpleadma st i p
cVyd plRlt ®wrIAtean se nach8zej?2 ve f 8zi pSech
i nen2 podstatng§ Apr8ce svalTh, kter
e ivita a schopnost adapt acoecij8dadii2nc e
Tato [ ta a adaptace jedince by bez dost s
podstatng8 k YsphRDgn®mu rozvoj.i cel ® spolelnosti
jevem rostouc®entifemd apsllil oeatyFdivyskterT se pra
vdal g2 clhivedeaob. skut edubllosan & og iva gt e k ®dugKodclanp i t 8
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2005, s.awtlgr, wv§aek2g pSedpoklad, ¢§ge poroste | idsl
Lesk®ircepubVizdDl anost by mnDdIl a r'[st nejen dTs!l edKk:ée
dTsl edku rozg2Sen2? celogivotn?2ho zdDlI 8v8n?2 Z8s
autora jev? gkol sk8 refor ma, Iralskcollprreezfemrtma/§dfa(
m®di 2 ch. C2lem dTchodov® reformy je z2skat pr ost
g8dn®m administratiknd® appeSeoh meabasSP meschop
angagovanosbuanencenanjgamjbohatstvzm kter® spc
cog si zasl oug?z mi oS§dnou pozornost.
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Annotation

Paper deals with the devel opment of the unempl o\
paper is to evaluate trends in regional disparities at the selected administrative levels during the
period 20052012. Monthly data were applied for an analysis. These data were collected from
national labour market authorities. From the analysis we can see remarkable differences between the
regions. Moreover, regional unemployment disparities acrossgyvasl group countries appear to be
characterized by a high degree of persistence. Calculations also confirmed a link between the
business cycle and changes in regional disparities.

Key words
regional disparities, unemployment rate, Visegrad group

Anotace

Ll §sekzablTvg vivojem m2ry negasmb®t ol eaimdnptt vC le g i
trendy v v Trveogjiio nd8il sngacrhi t ve vVvybr atarlavhn 2acchmi migtsem ao b
20052012.V| | §nku byl y Yadyad ¢me $e mAezhmNDst nan o Jyto na r e
Yadjae byly z2ské@ng&reldongcodm?2ehati sti ku trhu pr 8
viznamn® rozd2ly mleyivregzampPst Navésti roapds2? | Z €
pSetr.¥8skph§ data tak® potvmekivi @aopbechbBsppn &6 ks
azmPDmewion8l n2ch rozd2| T.

Kl'2] ov8 sl ova
mra nezamDstnanosti, region8ln2 disparity, Vise

JEL classification: J14, R10

Introduction

The analysis of regional disparities in the European Union has become a popular theme itvtbe last
decadesThe New Member States were converging significantly during the years2P0@4This
convergence process was characterized by real gross doprestict growth. As the labour market
performance is influenced by the business cycle, better economic performance was associated with
reduction in the unemployment rate at the national level. However, the question is if this process was
conducted also ahe regional levelln this paper, we try to explain the extent to which existing
regional dsparities on the labour market in the Visegrad Group countries (Czech Republic, Hungary,
Poland and Slovak Republican be attribied © differences in levels dhe unemployment rates.
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The aim of this paper is tevaluatetrends in regional disparities at thelected administrative levels
during the period 2063012 Based on the results obtained, we assessed and compared the level of
achieved regional imbalareeWe usedational databases for our analysis. The reason why we did

not applythe Eurostat database is that it doescootainmonthly regional data.

1. Empirical Results

In this paper, we used data frama t i on al

EurostateEs
major regional countries; (i) NUTS 2 territorial unit which usually corresponds to the level of lower
level of the administratiy division and (iii) NUTS 3 territorial unit which generally correspondt¢o

based on

lowest administrative level. We used data at the relevant administrative lBvelk r aj 0

Republic
| e v anlegy®

t he

(14
fior

regi ons
Hungary

at
(19

| a b o u rdatabase Regidns aeudivided,r i t i e s

met hodol ogy NUTS, into t
for the

t he NUT&regknslatahe BIUTE 3 A kr a

regi owm$ e wtod zfhawro NRJOTISa n3d

regions at the NUTS 2 level). As seen abbN&TS 3 territorial level corresponds in three out of four
cases (Poland is exception) tourat administrative units in V4 countries with their own regional
government. While in Hungary, the Czech Republic and Slovakia the NUTS 3 regions are essential

administrative regional units (counties or regions) in

case of Poland they are caltedisab, which

are artificially created regions resulting from the merger of several districts. Concerning the level of

NUTS 2 regions which are important for allocation

of EU Structural Funds the situation is reversed.

While in Poland they are the basic regibradministrative units (provinces) with their own

government for the rest of V4 countries NUTS 2
purposeful combination of 1 to 3 administrative
Structural Funds.

level or so called cohesion regions are only a
NUTS 3 regions due to the allocation of EU

Fig. 1:Development of the national unemployment rate in the Visegrad group, monthly data-2005
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Figure 1 shows development of the unemployment

Source: National labour market authorities

rate at the national level in Visegrad group. The

global recessn resulted in a severe shock to the Visegrad Group countries. Moreover, both Czech
and Slovakia economy got even beyond its potential in the first half of 2008, which in conjunction

with a public finance reform caused inter alia by a rise of the inflatior at e .

consequences were: the number of unemployed ro

The re
se, employment declined and many employees are

working fewer hours than before the crisis. However, unemployment rate development in the observed
countries was different. While the uneloyiment rate was decreasing until the beginning of the
economic crisis Poland, CzedRepublic and Slovakia, in Hungary, the unemployment rate was
stagnating Hungarywas inserious macroeconomic problems of a fiscal natutéis period, which

had a greinfluence on the catching ypocesswvhich was accompanied by a process of rapid eatch

up growth in regional imbalances.
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If we look at labour market development in the Czech regions we can see that some regions were
below the national average and soneravabove this average (see Figuiierdgions with similar or
lower unemployment rates in comparison with the national one are on the left side of the figure and
regions with the higher unemployment rates are on the right side of the figure). HoweVeunde
one common feature the registered unemployment rate was decreasing sharply in all regions until
the October 2008. Thereafter it wiadlowed by a sharp deterioration in lalvanarket performance,
and the unemployment rate has returned to a high ¥eithin four months Although the remarkable
decrease of the unemployment rate has been recorded in the problematic Begidn® ¢ k 1
Mor av s k o s Isiace shke Jear R00%, jthe number of unemployed has stayed higher in these

regions in comparisonitih other regions and it means a longstanding problem of highly regionalized
structural unemployment.

Fig. 2: Regional unemployment rate in the Czech Republic, monthly data 20082
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Fig. 3: The minimum and maximum range of regional unemployment rate in the Czech Republic
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The Figure 3 shows the range of minimum and maximum levels of unemployment, which was reached

in the observegp e r i o d. As seen from figure, the highest
Moravskosl ezskl and Ol omouckl regions. The highe
three regions. On the other side, low difference between the lowest ardthigiemployment rate

was reached in the region of the capital city Praha. This suggests a conclusion that labour supply is
more stable in this region and it is not so sensitive to the business cycle.

Labour market development in Slovakia was similar (see Figuietd® lowest unemployment in
comparison with the national level existed in the Bratislavsky region. In addition, we can find more
regions with lower unemployment rateT r en| i ans ki t MramyilskTand Gilins
the other hand, there were three regions with significant problems associated with labour market
performance. These problems are reflected in particular by the fact that the highest unemployment was
reached withinthe diegr ad groupEs regions. Moreover, | ast
worse.

Fig. 4: Regional unemployment rate in Slovakia, monthly data 2€tEL2
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If we look ata range between reached minimum and maximum, the situation is the same as in the
Czech Republic. The only difference lies in the fact that the values are shifted to the right, in other
words it means that the values are higher.

Fig. 5: The minimum and naximum range of regional unemployment rate in Slovakia
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Fig. 6: Regional unemployment rate in Hungary, monthly data 262612

350 180

25,0 X — - Yy - Baranya

Somogy 120 Budapest

Tolna

\/—V N ] —— Borsod-A-Z 100 - k
B et X = Négrad

Pest

Fejér

Komarom-E.
Veszprém

Hajdd-Bihar Gyér-M.-Sopron
Jasz-Nk -Szolnok Vas

Szabolcs-5z.-B. 6.0 1 zala

~\ FaN
\"4 N~ e Bécs-Kiskun Csongrad
—— Békés a0 - v — Hungary

— Hungary
50

mmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmm

2005M01 5

2010M0!
2010M0!
2011M0

Source: Hungarian Ministry of Social Affaiesid Labour

Different labour market development was observed in the case of Hungary. Unlike other Visegrad
group countries there was a sharp decline in the unemployment rate in vesigr@eriod. This
insufficient labour market development was influethdoy bad economic situation in the country
which was caused by unstable finances, large fiscal imbalances and high government debt. Given the
size of fiscal i mbal ances, government had to
social contriltions, valueadded tax andusiness taxation (Tvrdon, 2013As in other Visegrad

group countries we can find regions with lower unemployment rate compared with the national level
and vice versa. The region with the remarkably lower unemployment ratheveegion of the capital

city (see Figure 6).

Fig. 7: The minimum and maximum range of regional unemployment rate in Hungary
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We consider a serious problem high value of the maximum in the €@sene regions. This value
exceeded 30%. In our point of view in regions with so high unemployment rate must be introduced
some structural chaeg to increase competitivenesfigher unemployment rate in these regions
means also lower competitiveness (fore detailed analysis see Muntean, Nistor and Nistor,)2010
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Fig. 8: Regional unemployment rate in Poland, monthly data 20012
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Labour market development in Poland wsisiilar as in the Slovak Republit initial high
unemployment rate was significantly reduced. When the economic crisis appeared the unemployment
rate rose quickly. However, this increase was not as remarkable as in the case of the Czech Republic
and Slovala. An explanation could be given by development of real gross domestic pirdéoleind

was one of few countries with only a slight economic downtNevell [28] argues that the regional
pattern of unemployment persisted.

Fig. 9: The minimum and maximw range of regional unemployment rate in Poland
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Conclusion

In this article we examined the evolution of regional disparities in selected Member States of the
European Union betweethe years 2005 and 201%¥e used the unemployment rae the key
indicator of labaur market performance It seems to be obvious that growing economies of the
Visegrad countries recorded the significant decrease of the unemploymeint aiteegions in the
pre-crisis periodwhich is a logical resulting of the growing phase of the business cycle and validation
of general conclusions of the economic theory. The analysis also confirmed the link between the
economic crisis and decreasirggional disparitie in other words it means that during the crisis
regional disparities tend to disappear during the economic.cdf&@sfound that development was
same in three countries (Czech Republic, Poland and Slovakia). Development of Hungauan la
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market performance was different due to economic problems in theripise period. The lowest
unemployment rate was reached in the regions of the capitol cities. The highest unemployment rate
close to 30% was found in some regions in Hungary, Pa@addHungary.
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Anotace

Me z i nejdTlegitnNjg2 faktory ovliVvRuUj
se tento Iplo§giM&k dz pofduwrddnreNjlig&stM p
vichodcieslkéa pkr obl ematice. N§sl edu
dogl o pomoc?2 kompar ati vn?2 anal T
republi ky NUTS 3. Dal g2 | §st S
pr Tmys| ovTlcehs koBb Iraesptuzb Ivi c e, t

2c2 fungové8r
S pRvku jsou s
] e 8§st empirick

zy ¢ KScbvihe&sk ®r
pS2sphRNvkoej eNtz@mdIS e
edy na kraj Moravsko.
Kl 2] ov8 slova

pr TmNRrng hrub8§ mNs2| n2 mzdaMorMUBX 03, egrskmDkmn@&jt e

Annotation

The wages are the most important factors which influences the economy. This paper focuses on the
detail of the issue of wages. The introductory part of this paper summarizes the important theoretical
basis. Further therés the empirical part which is divided into two parts. First there is the comparison

of wage levels in the territorial units NUTS 3 in the Czech Republic. Another part of the paper focuses
on the region, which is considered one of the largest industredsain the Czech Republic. It is the
MoravianSilesian Region.

Key words
average gross monthly wage, NUTS 3, average growth rate, Mor&ii@sian region

JEL classification:J31, R23

Rozvoj jednotldsyk® hr epewh loincTmevnienp e hmonblgeminkhiaj ? e g

disparity, atopohl edu ekonomickTlch, soci 8l nzch, ekol ogi
Jedndml egitTch ekonomicklicegiuamglanemTdi yearkitte§n
mzdy.V r e §1 nNekamogijcec2j e vivoj nominS§vWhzaoaabmmkeld p
indi k§torT ukazuj2c2ch na Azdrav?ijsmpeSerazhodign® e k.
problematice mezd .vDnovat bligg2 pozornost
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Po shrnut2 dTJlegitkch8sbkedafieckBeh empho8in&€&mekoec
na Yarovni “uzemn2ch jednotpea&sINUINS? 3| §lsad k ® Sr espudhb
anallza, kter § s e podjiredm®ini kaabi @6n 2kmidlamaj i\
Moravskosl ezsk®m.

1.Mzdyzpohl edu ekonomick® teorie

V trgn?2 ekohugnmi ckeo oz adh enzapce aTughvENezivze€gndbchrhd
pr&8&ce, jeng se vgak vyznaluje wurlitTlmi zvI §8gtn
virobn2ch faktorrfobam2btloz viakgtod up pk §cle. Pd&€ce tot
kong&na ISi dimsou knesitel ® schopnosti pracovat. Vi
sjedn8vs8 jeho koupi, za cenu, jig oznal upaeme poj
jinTch fl[seBaem?, mab2pdky a popt8&vky. (Fuchs K. a T

Popt 8vku po pr&8ci odvozujemelethogopty®dVkys8poghki n§
je popt8&8vkou odvozenou. SamothRvfuplpBge, paopt 8Bmbysp
kvalitDk ooper uj 2c2chTavima baracwvnif aktwgi t2 technickTlct
Kvalita vstud pr 8c e j e d8&8na N @gma mo t nwddiatay nao dayvetpastmi
zamtnand. (Samuelson P. A. a Nordhaus W. D., 199B$ nab?zzen? pr8§ce se
r oz h o dowkax nmezi jednou nebo druhdi nnost 2 . Zde jde o lirozhodr
nepracovat. JeStha si tedy udlomit, co tyto did varianty|loviku p$ n § g 2 |loviRu (8 cne§ g 2
mzdu. Kdyg al e nepiasdHolmanR., 20055 k §v§ tak volnl

D& se tedrye8l2ncd ,f uyneguy 2 c 2 ekonomice je vivoj n o
zviznamnich indik8torT ukazuj2ctohonadu jghitde av? i
Vi 8§ mc i t ®t o stat.i rozhodl i probl ematice mezd v
kvl astn2 anallze, jev2 se n&§m jako vhodn® pSipon
teor i eVydeneluzn2o.st upn® | i gemat moyj ngak2 mmzdu defin
odmRDnu vyplacenou za pracovn2 vikon vymezenl do

Soul 8st? takto defiosvanh®2 masgbhzdy8Skepdypu Do me
z8kl adn2 mzdayt kay pal adtoyp,| ap &2yplke mzdhD nebo pl atu,

platT, odmRDny za pracovn? pohotovost a jin® slo
zamNDstnancTm z% tovg&ny k viplathn. Takto definovsée
tj . mzdy, kter® nejsou sn2geny o0 pojistn® na Vv
z8l ohov® spl §tky danh z pS2jmT fyzicklch osob a
sr8gky.

Vigmci n&mi realizovan® dpabhimzkubu@eme poFJmBowmhi

me z d, a to pomoc? ukazatel.g) ,t ejmprog rV[ysjt aud Swojmei niBrl
nomin8l n) medpgpGedE8§mhdzSd m obdob?2 m:
Wit = Whiq
Oy =————*100
’ Wn;t—l

KromhD wukazatre§mcibudegkedoahlizy ak® prTmDrn® temp

mezd, pSiomemg pB2padN budeme fing§ln2 hodnotu wur
jednotlivlich meziroln2ch temp rTstu:
1
— _aA &
G(gw;li gw;Z""’gw;n) =X gw;l'gw;zi""gw;n :éi) gw;is
i=1 -

Dat a, kter8 pro pot Seby n;ﬁ@%noedrha:li@i;nztvtxugidjre)tjnq
statistick®ho %Sadu a zamDSena na podni katel skou
vzhledemknagemu zamhDSen? na nal ez e n(toutorpeohlematikailsen 2 c h r
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tak® zabl v§O08vr¥dzoeRnnM. ,j el otpkSd pHUMNS3 esk®em & publ i
jednotlivlim krajTm.

ohl edu jednotl i

Z%daj T zacthykwlndee hl vzcel a jedidobDhal nBmvyphhV§zog
let dosahoval vL e sk ® republice hrub8 mhDs2]| n?2 mzda pr Tml

| 8st ku p@mrdw§ md méj emizndoatmii v ch nomenkl|l aturn2ch %
dos pNjzeSnvel r kigtech(2@02011 se L. e s k® republp acds tayttB e@pl py v
kraj T, kter® bychom neoxhtlri®nmnzin avlyisto kjoauk omz(d1o)u k(rHd j. ¢
svysokou mzdou (StSeqbcnl'[en@klnoklranjz)dou(’\B)Plkeﬁe}skTsa
(4) kraje sm2rnD podpr TmRrno®smedkl &L Mobemecskios!|l ezskl
sviraznnhD podprTmRrnou mzdou (Ol omouckT, Kr 8l ove
kraj, kraj Vysolina a Karlovarskl kraj). VIisadn

kraje, je2rni&mospSed8eylgT m posrédmen2 mel Bches k®egig
zej m@dnavwn2zm mhDNDstND Praze m8 faktick® s2dlo vel ks§
na Yzem2 cel ®@Ndvims & @Ramikp.,2b10)i k9 g se NBstl ak® NDvedv B¢
mzdov®m ohodnocen? tRchtopPrmady n?kdg? Sh Smeod ews
svich pS2mich hospod§8§Sskich vazeb na HI. m. Prah

Pod2d§mese na opal ntnXklmego Siadj%e,h oajf inkth2orde,b Dg er elf m
prTmNRrnou mzdou je KarlovarskIl kraj (v n8mi star
m2sto), kterT dos&hl nej ni ¢ glétechp200p,n2010 m @011 taki b ® ml
vpS2pakelidet ®ho pommbBr pS2Ppak® ychom mohli S2ci
sekonomi ckou vikonnost? vyphbvaj reRlin@mnp vgtazhen 2t
regionT Lesk® reppuobdabknyl’.) dDp8a tsne® nd 2pooi 3,1t sYvde BRTCE ja k ® e
cel ®ho Leska nachg§gz tak® kraje Vysolina (pr T
PardubickT ( 4 a dvakr gt nejnigg?2 mzda), Jiho
dvakr 8t nejn 2 mpdhpdnpPpSjmemgvarPm@®nhkraje mTge
negativn? vI : kdy g t ernotcoe r2e0g0i 50 nn aA psraonpla dA cfih vzoes
kdypgposl edn22c |l tySech | etech n8§mi anal yzovan®ho
prmPrn® hrub® mNDs2| n2 mzdy.

Pokud opust2me anallz
zhl edi ska jejich dynam
vn 8§ mi analyzovan®mJibbm

u absolutn2ch ukazatel T a

i ky rTstu, pak zjist?2me,

obavdhk@®MmMO®kmajdiy, va to 4, 11
tak jedininmmr ajeemp,o w Tstu prTITmRrnich hrublTch mi
pomyslnou druhou a tSet?2 pozici me z i kraji Lesk:¢
regiony, k er ® gSenechvoz?2 | §sti textwl rzahnmupodmproT mikrurpa
KromhRD tNchto tS2 krajT s eletecm2d02cCel 1o r pephuybl d waolvyl mt g
St Sedol eskT a Moravskosl ezskT.

Naopak krajemsaej ni gg2 mtegmpmibr nTTmt u nomnB8BI naohl meadamb

deseti |l et ech kraneJKnalrgI902vna|rsp(rl'[ml’.lrjnlrrkran]lzdeaml.

pSekvapivi, neboS by senedanliojg¢|ne kz&vkd ta,d egre bp/r i
budezh|l edi ska dynami ky pTendu pohgbiov@t pemyglen®ho |
vpS2padh krajT ParduBQek@;h/cedan@rycso,tm]’QameDth;edy

vypITv@,SZQadW Kar |l ovar s kladclo 2062 &J g exhokoh8 auebloos § 1 2
mzdovIich disparit, kdyg prTmDrn® tempo rTstu za
b . Zatl2emsckou vwr TmRDrn® hmpuld®d® NDmMAs dlersetimzdytv Kumul o\
neg M (346S3paeéop, Kar | oV artsekn@hoo rkTrsat]j epobuhTch 26, 91
region jako jedinl nepSekrol il hranici 30 p. b.
obdob?2 dos8hl o HI . m. Praha (3,05 % a kumul ovan

regionysnejv2yga t Set?2 nejvygg?2 prTmBDrnou mzdou.
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Tab. 1: PrTmDrng8 hrub@tecmDO2DHhI1 mMpdamdr NUKER v

2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 | pr T m

LR 17295| 18532 19410| 20251| 21582| 23267| 24833| 25123| 25279| 24128 21970

PHA 24833| 26502| 26972| 28260 31173 33553| 35905| 36658| 36124| 33546 31353

STL 18075| 19128| 20324| 21579| 22811| 25035| 26445| 26671 27001 25651 23272

JHL 16 764| 17305| 18533| 19333| 20070| 21467| 22767 22951| 23418| 23199 20581

PLK 17707| 18720| 19359| 20253| 21719| 23330 25015| 25176| 25482| 24036 22080

KVK 16 791| 17549| 18070| 18583| 20778| 22099| 22848| 22926| 22498| 21723 20387

USK 16874 18199| 19120| 19677| 21399| 22614| 24198| 24593| 24874 23174 21472

LBK 16895| 17787 18826| 19327| 20645| 22944| 24671 25332 25089| 23422 21494

HKK 16575| 17686| 18394| 19429 20087| 21735| 23148| 23386| 23950| 22837 20723

PAK 15885| 17561| 17979| 19105 19943| 21520| 23382| 24120 23537| 22978 20601

VYS 15571| 16718| 18360| 18715| 19988| 21733| 23493| 23760| 23944| 22918| 20520

JHM 16486| 18289| 19154| 20272| 21583| 23303| 25109| 25700| 26223| 24651 22077

OLK 16470| 17893| 18908| 19351| 20923| 22282| 23866| 24001| 23997| 22825| 21052

ZLK 16431 17927| 18642| 19786| 20220| 21614| 22744| 22572| 23219| 22655| 20581

MSK 16 772| 18180| 19100| 19838| 20811| 22514| 24075| 23873| 24554| 24174 21389

Zdroj: viastn?z zplhackw®Wdhm?2 statiShkl o d«ld
Pozng&8mka: Zkrat ky krajT jsou uvedeny dl e met odi ky Lesk®@
STL=St Sedol| eskT kraj, JHL-JljhoIeKstKI-Kekrrlaqv@Kr-Ealsn:eRﬂkzlaEJRkkEU],
LBK=Li berecki kraj, HKK=Krs§lovehradeckl kraj, PAK=Pardubic
OLK=0l omouckT kraj, ZLK=Zl2nsklT kraj, MSK=MoravskoslezskT I

Graf :Pr TmRr n® t e mpnd srr T 1 2NUTEBrdlgtdc®w20022011 (%)
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Vzhledemk omu, ¢ge vige nomim&jl nPtch2 hprudt dcBp ontztdn s t ?
ovlivRuj e Tvoj e dmmtNDsitwmlacnho s t & g ivo nzeacjl?, majyv &v 2sr 9 & n
dynami ky r Tstu, resp. mezirol n?2 zmDny tDRchto d
Vyjdemeliz%d aj T z acthaylwwelnde hl v 2, pak zjist2daen®ge | e
obdob?2 zaznamenaly pr TrnyDr n& mset zniarnoolsnt2i , n SoryT syt k
Moravskosl|l ezp&dpaopBiMemayv sskosl|l ezsk®ho kmrndjgendoqgl
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m2ry zamRDstnano®steok@m9kr @j.i bo @&, 0 p. b. I p S
uveden® krajie nadsstl &vajed qi ggy Pr TmhDrnou m2 r ou
VMoravskosl ezsk®m Kkr aj i dosatkujag it Drstt® c U Pz ptaekl

Pokud porovn8mnmeyntami xommBTsts nomin§ln2ch mezd,
pohybgpdwvesip® polovinhD nadgeho pomysl n®ho poSadz (

m2sthn). Nejviraznhj g2 pSedstih tempa rTstu mezd
vian®m obdob2kra¢hehenaygd dynami kou 2 r Tretdy , hrtyh
vPardubick®m kraji, kraji Vysolina a kraji Jihom

Tab. 2: PSerdusht@ hmhrspSen@® mezdiyr mbny zaMABWIS&nost |
Vv letech 20022011 (v %)

pr TmRrn® tempo r Tst pSedstih 1

hrub8&8 mRs?2 m2ra zamhDsg zamBDst nart
Lesk8 republi 3,39 -0,05 3,44
HI . mRNDsto Pr a 3,05 -0,09 3,14
St Sedol eskl k 3,56 -0,03 3,59
Jiholeskl kra 3,30 -0,11 3,41
Pl zeRskT kraj 3,10 -0,01 3,12
Karl ovarskIl k 2,61 -0,35 2,96
PDsteckl kr aj 3,22 0,06 3,16
Libereckl kra 3,32 -0,36 3,68
Kr 8l ovehr adec 3,26 -0,29 3,54
Pardubi ckT kr 3,76 -0,08 3,84
Kraj Vysolina 3,94 -0,18 4,12
Ji homor avskl 411 -0,01 4,12
Ol omouckT kr a 3,32 -0,19 3,50
Zl 2nsklT kraj 3,26 -0,09 3,35
Mor avskosl| ezs 3,72 0,24 3,49

Zdroj: vliastn?2 zpracov§n

3 MzdyvMor avskosl ezsk®m kr aj

Moravskosl ezskl kraj je tradilnnNn ch8ps8&8n jako Kk
hutnictv2zm. Ve skutelnosti v soulasn® dobD je |
K.,2002)) pSes tento pozitivn2 viapjimhige@éeapevhgn
znej vRtg2ch pr Thmeslkayl cah toob | zassjtrA®nva d2 ky vIznamn
kter§8 na sebe ve viznamn® m2Se v§gou nejen hutn?

Vyjdemeliz%daj T zacthbylee nT g avwu v . 1, pak mligeme® kons
obl asti pat S2 Moravskésh®zplldpkTampdr mezi pkT@mPrena
mzdou (21.389 K| vees®oLminza VT.razhokl| dywnami kou
t e mp o ohofp sikazatelé dosahovaldMo r a v s k 0 s | e Ieteck @a20k1rhadnaty 3,V2

%, d2ky | emug hodnota mzdy kumulovanhD vzrostl a
| tySi nejajPNégsm tempem rTstu hrubllkhmm@esme ndzhaln
pSedevg2m r Tst -2008xdy hodnota ohow ckazatel®vardstav T mNru o 7, 56
za rok. Budemé i p&§trat po pS2]lingch tohoto dvoul et ®ho
Vi ozvoj i zpracovatuepus kr®hwl cphr Timywd aut car Tvsddo j edno't
nach8zend& ckzdmxekr aj e.
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Zdroj: vliastn?2 zplackwWhm? snatiskl &l

Zvi ge uvedezn@duom@,@zgaadj‘@ Moravskosl ezsk®ho kraje
pomRrnN viraznld rTst nomi ng8l n2ch mezd. Ot 8zkou
zpohl edu Jednotli\JTichseskmep'iprr.vlaZaardﬁ)ﬁZT(rae)jommaawtfl,isz
pak zjisMemeyvskipeslwezsk®m &bay i pSapamchenem ah ¢ mivn §1 r
trvall mpBstpaddypgV¥ndmgmezkrol n2mu pordcé 208u pr Tm
(pokles0 1,61 %)ap S2 padN obou mée@@li,n kpdayky trmazkd®y vmu gT pokl
mzdy gen o Ogr&f w.| Jak 7 2ejzm®, mz dov ® prrdzadkrhluy m

el ®ho n8mi sledovan®ho obdob2 pomRrnN virazn® .
obdob2 byl a pYsTnmir2n 8mzhdrau bngu gnT 18. 658 Kl a pr ITmDr
4. 398 K| ), 0 deset I et pozdnji byl tento rozd?2]l
pSilemdg rozev2r8&n2 tRhNDchto nTgmdks lbedm? wahi(vrecd eddh plSe
2008 |inil vige uvedenl rozd2l|l dokonce 7.199 KI
Pod2d8mese na vivoj hrublch mRs2|n2ch mé&mtidle
klasifikace CANACE, pak d&E@y @ jladeteprekly m8dnespkozi ci- %daj e
2011), dosahovali WMior avskosl|l ezsk®m kraji nep vymywelchv i ma:
odviRDtvz2ch, kde se prTmRrn8 mzda pohybovala na %

sektorem :tadpr TmDr nT mi hrrubrhBri n § mkrdad wp. 945 KIl) .
sdl ouhodobhRN nejnigg2mitomomi o ldodmi pomt damil asedv Dt
(15.931 K|]) a odvhDtv2z velkoobchod a mal oobchod;

91




Sbornzk pS2X¥IlpnNwkeTz i kol§kvimdané gi on 81 n 2 ¢ Waltice D8 & 2013

Graf 3: Srjeohvrnubni2c hv Trmi@a=l? Y b @a hl ¢ kMoordavvistkve?s | e z s k ®m
v letech 20052011
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Z8v Dr
Mzdy jsowmejjadin2ergiz NDj g2ch faktorT, kt ea®®opVb0ouMRuU
motivuj2c?2 spbof§kou LlovDkask rozhodRBji &pbwkada pr a
p$ n8g2 Amedkdyby | 1l ovRk nepracoval, z2skal by v
kagd®m | 1l ovRDku, co je pro nhj prioritou.
Vr 8mcdhoto ||l 8nku jsme se na problemati ku mezd |

viednotlivichprTe®hanedmi Wnalyzovahkeskhk®desepubl i
hrub8 mNDs2| m® maodiaopryT rAINE sosmOpokdYNalsp T Utmdd r n | mi mz d a
vi ednot¥zievmincchc h j ednot kiBzcgv Na ulegex)POOROL1 s¢ & s k ®

republ i c epodvsytt avtolBi p Iyt (A% Keajegei xntyr Gkmnaly Tv:iy sokou mzdou
(2) kraje sv ysokou mzdou ), S3) Senje osh e Fwidr nlorua mzdou (PI :
Jihomoravskl wZmapl),pddpr kKmjreows mzdou (Libereckl
kraj) a (5) krajes TraznhD podpr TmRrnou mzdou (Ol omouckT, K
a JiholegkWVylmaj nakmnaKamoéod adaslkd?2 «h amgtod (naps§.
tempa rTstu jednotlivich indik8torT) pesneedannal vy
| §sti pS2sphNDvku jsme se zamNSili nae eaytkraje | nNj 2

Mor avskosl ezsk®ho.
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Annotation

The contribution i€oncerned with a concept of a region in spatial and regional science. A number of
terms related to specific instances of a region can cause a misinterpretation of the concept both in
scientific and applied sphere. The objective of the contribution is duige a concise theoretical
introduction into a concept of a region, particularly of a region based on functional horizontal spatial
relations, and a typology of functional regions. The discussion of different types of regions and their
semantic content igut forward as well. Based on the relevant literature and own research six types of
regions have been identified and their position in the spatial and regional science shortly explained.
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Introduction

The objective of the contribution is to make some notes on the character and structure of functional
regions and to outline a typology of these regions, since the terminology is often used interchangeably

and can lead into misleading conclusions and cdimepf regionsbasedon spatial relations. In our
argumentation we are going to |imit ourselves t
within social sciences. Generally, the conception of region reflects the fact that the planet Earth is a
conspicuously heterogeneous object and that it shows distinct differences in its spatial (i.e.
geographical) characteristics.

The region is one of the basic and original concepts in geography and related spatial disciplines such
as regional economics (eldaggett 1965). The existence of regions is considered to be an objective
reality (Bagovskl, Lauko 1990), since we are abl
sphere. A region is a limited spatial system and an expression of an orgaalsatity that differ it

from another region (Abler, Adams, Gould 1972; Morrill 1974; Johnston et al. 2000; Klapka, Tonev
2008; Gregory et al. 2009). As such a region is a product of spatial or areal differentiation of
geographical spherdts role in huma geographical, regional geographical and spatial research and
application is threefold (tookdf geagraghscd resedrch,62Y an. |t
object of geographical research, and 3) a tool of spatial management and planning. &b thsdia

region is a statistical unit serving a particular research objective, in the second case it is a goal to be
achieved by the research, and finally in the third case it is conceived as an area or specific territory for
which a certain spatial, dee@ment, regulatory etc. plan is made.

1. Concept of the functional region

Geography and spatial science usually recognise two types of regions according to their form: formal
andfunctional( see e. g. Haggett 1965; Ab |l ekp 1990Adlavahs , Go U
1998; Kl apka, Tonev 2008), our i nterest being t
r e g i hasnb@en introduced into human geography by Philbrick (1957), Nystuen, Dacey (1961),
Haggett (1965) and Dzi ewo@Eski (1967)

While the f or mall region is organised (or Atied toge
interest (Ullman 1980), the functional region is generally organised by horizontal relations in space

(fig. 1) in a form of spatial flows or interactions of varickiad (persons, goods, material, energy,
information etc.) between parts of a region, the concept of situation being of interest (Ullman 1980).
These flows and interactions have a character of a vector, i.e. they are oriented. This type of a
organisationalnity of a functional region infers that it usually has a heterogeneous inner structure in
comparison to formal (or homogeneous) regions and that this inherent heterogeneity has to be defined

in terms of quantitative or qualitative expression in ordemtd k region together and to differ it from

other regions.
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Fig. 1: Organisation of formal and functional region (site vs. situation)

-

(3MS) UONE|I [EIIUIA

Horizontal relation (situation)
Source: own design

However, the inner structure of a generally conceived functional region is not easy to be defined as in
specific types of functional regions (see further). At this place we can conclude that the inner structure
reflects different intensities of spatial agbns organising a functional regi@amd that a functional

region, unlike a common opinion, does not have to have a core.

As such a general functional region is understoaa r@gion organised by functional relations that are
maximised within the regio (maximisation of intraegional flows or interactionsand minimised

across its bordergminimisation of intefregional flows or interactions$o that the principles of

internal cohesiveness and external separation regardingtémsitiesof spatial fows or interactions

are met (fig. 2). It means that a functional region is an autonomous section of space in terms of
horizont al spati al relations. Quantitatiwvely th
containmento of aly says that the highew is the $etingienmest tha better a

region differs from other regions.

The self-containment of a region can be defined in a simple way (see figA2)B>C + D which
means that a region reaches at least 50 %ceathinment and fulfils the minimum definition of a
functional region. If the level of setfontainment needs to be increased a conktisndefined and the
condition can be written @+ B>k(C +D);k >1.

Fig. 2: Principles of internal cohesiveness and external separation ¢selitainment of a region)

Source: own design

2. Types of functional regions

We propose an initial classification of functional regions conceived as autonomous units, which is
based on the inner patterns of reg@ganisinginteractionsor flows (fig. 3 and fig. 4) as a
classification criterion. Thus in a first level functionagiens with random and ordered inner pattern

of interactions are identified. The second level of classification differentiates within functional regions
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with ordered structure of interactions types based on the character of ordering oforggiuising
interactions or flows.

Four types of regions are identified (fig. 3 and fig. 4), all of them fulfilling the principles of internal
cohesiveness and external separation that make them autonomous units, some of being rather
theoretical:
A functional region wit oriented ordered interactions, which is characterised by a prevailing
direction of flows,
A functional region with channelled ordered interactions, which is characterised by a
concentration of flows into communication channels,
A functional region with ctular ordered interactions, which is characterised by closed circling
flows, and
A functional region with nodal ordered interactions, which is characterised by a directions of
flows towards a node.

Fig. 3: Initial classification of functional regions

Oriented
interactions

Random structure

) of interactions
Functional Channelled

region interactions
Ordered structure

of interactions _
Circular

interactions

Nodal

interactions

Source: own design

Fig. 4: Examplesof functional regions

a) Random b) Oriented ¢) Channdled
d) Circular e) Nodal

TN [N Ve
f } — @ -
~_[ Zf~

Source: own design
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In further discussion we aim at a certain refinement of the previous initial classification and we
identify specific instances of functional regions, whose characteristicacharbased on the inner

pattern ofinteractionsonly. First we differentiate between a general functional region and a nodal
region as they have been discussed for instan®ybtuen, Dacey 1964r Brown, Holmes 197&nd

as they are usually understood (e.gHagget t 1965, Dzi ewo Es ki 1967,
1998).

Functional region matches fully the concept of the functional region with random inner pattern of
interactionsasdefined above (fig. 4a). Thus it is a general type which is only limited by the principles
of internal cohesiveness and external separation, or a principle of autonomy in other words. Any kind
of spatial flow or interaction can organise this region. rtser structure is random and varied. The
functional region can even b@suspectediiijomogeneous internally.

Nodal regionconforms in most cases to the concept of the functional region with nodal ordered
interactions (fig. 4e), which adds the limitatiamn@ing out from its internal structure, in other respects

it shows thesame traits as the functional region. The novelty lies in the particular orientation of spatial
flows or interactions that are centred to or radiate from the so called node (also,rfaclesigsually

centre or core). As such the nodal region is organised around its core and its inner structure is
developed better than in the case of the functional refjlodal region however demonstrates one
important difference from the functionalgien with nodal ordered interactions and that is the nodal
region does not necessarily have to comply with internal cohesiveness and external separation
principles, since the primary characteristic of its identification is a nodal nature of interactions or
flows, not the level of their containment within a region.

The nodal regiothas typically a core, a hinterland, and a periphery (fig. 5). Its internal structure and
identificationof its parts is based on the intensities of spatial flows or interadi®imsen a core and

its hinterland and periphery. These interaction intensities decrease with a distance from a core, the
hinterland being related to the core by stronger ties than the periphery of the nodal region. This
interaction decrease is not lineaidats research is one of the crucial issues in quantitative geography

(in Czech environment see for i nstance Hal 8s, Kl

Fig. 5: Inner structure of nodal region

Source: own design.

Since in practice it is possible that a region fulfils monant one definition of our previous
classification or demonstrates certain peculiar traits, some specific types of functional regions can be
identified further:
A the functional urban region (discussed for instance by Berry 1973; Hall, Hay 1980; Cheshire,
Hay 1989),
A the daily urban system (discussed for instance by Berry 1973, Hall 1974; Coombes et al.
1978; in the Czech Republic Kunc et al. 2009),
A the local labour market area (discussed for instance by Smart 1974; Coombes et al. 1979; in
the Czech Republiklapka et al. 2013), and
A the travelto-work area (discussed for instance by Ball 1980; Coombes, Openshaw 1982).
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Last twoinstancesre very similar if not almost identical.

Functional urban region addsthe limitation regarding the quality of a core and consequently the
character of spatial flows or interactions organising the region. In this case a core should have an
urban character, in other words the flows or interactions should be oriented at aaityvor (fig.

6a). This orientation infers further specifics of functional urban regions. The interactions organising a
region possess the character of urbgsuburbany rural gradient in either direction. Inner structure

of functional urban region is we well developed. The urban core provides its suburban and rural
hinterland with services, labour opportunities, and the hinterland can serve resident or recreational
purposes.

Daily urban systenis sometimes misinterpreted as a synonym to a functishahuegion. However,

it adds further specific to the concept of functional urban region. The flows or interactions organising
a daily urban system should be based on daily basis (fig. 6b). It means that they should follow a daily
cycle of movements and itacts, a daily dynamics of the organisation of geographical environment.
As such the daily urban systems are spatially more limited than functional urban regions, since, unlike
the preceding type, only flows and interactions feasible within 24 hoursalkea tnto account. In

other respects a daily urban system is similar to a functional urban region.

Local labour market areaand travelto-work area are near synonyms with only a theoretical
difference that local labour areas need not necessarily be bagealelto-work flows (indeed they

almost always are). In this sense we consider a labour market area as a very slightly broader term.
Both types of regions differ from the preceding cases in several aspects. They are based on particular
spatial flows orinteractions that are related to specific movements of persons (i.e-ttoavetk

flows) T see figure 6¢. The interactions mostly face a restriction to daily cycles of these movements,
even if other, weekly, rhythm could be theoretically applied. Tterastion need not necessarily be
oriented at any core, though mostly they are. In the former aspect local labour markets atok travel
work areas are similar to daily urban systems, in the latter aspect they resemble general functional
regions. However, dith aspects often intermingle and which one prevails is not a matter of theoretical
definition rather than a matter of influence of a particular spatial situation and arrangement. Local
labour market areas and tratelwork areas can be seen as most dyoasoncepts of functional
regions.

Fig. 6: Specific instance of functional regions

a)FUR b) DUS OLLMA
——— T -

NVr [NV JIN 2
—_— @ - —)@(—// - ./
ANTISRENTIA VS~

Source: own design

Conclusion

In our argumentatiowe have tried to proceed from general to specific instances of functional regions
when more those more specific ar@aly a subset of more general types. In practice the line between

the types can be sometimes vague. It should also be noted, hence, that in practice the number of flows
or interactions used for definition of functional regions is severely limited uriless &re modelled.
Usually daily traveltto-work flows are used, since they are relatively easily recognisable in terms of
their origin and destination, they are statistically monitored in the population censuses, and they have
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relatively natural charactewith little planning influence in comparison to other possible flows or
interactions.

Of course, we can use traselschoolflows, though they are affected by the state policy, we can use
shopping flows, thought they are almost impossible to be acdoirdarger areas. The use of almost
unique interaction (daily traveb-work flows) further blurs the differences between theoretically
defined types of functional regions.

We should be alsawareof the fact that all types of functional regions can ocaurdifferent
hierarchical levels, can have different size that partly depends on the hierarchical position of the cores
in the settlement system (in case these cores are identified) and on the character of spatial flow or
interaction ¢f. for instance&eommuting to elementary schools and commuting to secondary schools).

Finally the issue of regions with a multiple core can be put forward in short. Objectively such
functionalregions do exist (if they fulfil the theoretical presuppositions that regiganising flows

or interactions are oriented at some kind of node) and the question regards particularly the relations
between individual cores within one region.
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Anotace

PS2sphNvek se zablTvg prostorovimi aspekttgmidhi er ar c
ohledu je hlavn?2 pozornost zamNSena na mi krorec
pS2kl adu Lesk® begpabliideeyn.t i ek m®B a a mi kroregi on
centr 8l n2 funkce (zej m®Ana pracovn?: a d8le vzdr
pracovn2ch interakc? pak byl vyugit teoreticklI
PS2s|lapaf8op$ studie byla zamhSena na hodnocen?2 n
obl asti krajsk®ho mBDsta Brna, kter8 byla vymezeil
syst®mu Ji homoravsk®ho kraje. T yttn® cdhb cpe§ skeym, y prr
byla urlena mezmm2ulmdua sm@phitleintcyy 8¢ n2m navl gen2m
prac?2 do Brna.

Kl'2] ov8 sl ova
hierarchie, integrace, mobilita.

Annotation

The paper deals with the spatial aspects of a hierarchical arrangement of social systems. In this
respect, the main attention is focused on the miegional level, which has been further analysed on

the example of the Czech Republic. In particular, dheniification of micreregional centres not
fulfilling their central functions (especially the working and further educational functions) was
carried out. For experimental modelling of interactions was used the theoretical concept of marginal
rate of mobiity of production resources. Corresponding case study was focused on evaluation of the
marginal rate of the mobility of workforce within the catchment area of regional capital town Brno,
which has been defined by the municipalities included in the inezbtedinsport system of the South
Moravian region. These municipalities were divided to seven distance zones and consequently
marginal mobility rate has been calculated according to expected potential revenue increase with
assumption of job commuting to Brn

Key words
hierarchy, integration, mobility.

JEL classification: R11
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spolupbBg€g®)viznam pjedebohomijgckirgmEstpotenci 8§ de
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rozvoj vietnnD pS2slugnich demograficklich <char a
perifern2 polohy zej d®mah®dowmdi asoov®bd hopokzobaduw
a vzdhDlanhNjg2ho obyvatel stevas,pekbgvm2locmoggnost nn
rozvoje).

Tab.2: ORP nenapl Ruj2c?2 sv® centrg8ln2 funkce

kraj regiony| pracovn? vzdDiDI| §va

ORP pol % pol pol|l % po
St Sedol| e| 26 8 31 7 27
Ji hol esk 17 5 29 3 18
Pl zeRs kI 15 8 53 10 67
Karl ovar 7 2 29 2 29
Dsteckl 16 0 0 2 13
Libereck 10 1 10 3 30
Kr 81 ov®h 15 1 7 4 27
Pardubi c 15 2 13 4 27
Vysolina 15 5 33 5 33
Ji homor a 21 10 48 8 38
Ol omouck 13 3 23 3 23
Zl 2nskl 13 3 23 2 15
Mor avsko 22 12 55 8 36
Lesk8 re|l 205 60 29 61 30
Pozn8mka Nezahrnut Kkr aj Praha.

Zdroj vlastn2 vizkum, Ha
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pS2slugnich virobkT odkyl wgenh.ggPe pSSajam®,u ¢he dwniorn
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nab2dkou kvalitn2 pr acovin?adisv2elryz i (fohékenbrsiknalgorgezg isa mry
tedy odoh Dj g2 v Tl i negativn2m vliivIm generto®taml m 1
souvislosti je % eln® pouk8zat na koresponduj 2 c?
odvDtvzmi (viz teorie exportn?2 Pz epP ma, zkieaP? ¢
vy Ys Ssiij Pnow z8visl ost rozvoje mi kroregionT na
vpodm2nk8&8§ch otevSen® ekonomiky.

Vi ge uveden® empirickydapa@dl ol g8snt® o atisewsiltuoyvtS§gng o @z iv

koncepturymebn?imy virobn2ch zdroj T, kter8 deter
procesT. Tuto zSejmou skutelnost lze vistignn i
% ely tohoto vizkumu byla mezn2 m2v@&nanomal pSyklp:
obl asti geograficky vymezen® pokryt2zm integrova
(I DS JMK) , kde byla wuvagov8na potenci 8l n2 doj 2

sp8dov®ho

cent , t edy Bornaay, s kv@hjomak roadjlee,h | grcch K t8§e
hlavnzm sp8dov

a
m centrem Znoj mo nebo Hodon2zn.

Pro vizkum potenci 8lu pSepravn2 mobility ve vig
pro veSejnou dopravu (kombi nuj 2 chomatoopdopgavou aut o
vBrnhN) a osobn2 automobilovom§8§kdbpda¥m. vPcboobsak
obc? mimo z-ny 100 a 101 MBS BmMKo (&t poWr i sajuz z
Brna) . U veSejn® dopravy byl pak jako hlavn?

€
b
¢

:
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http:/f i zdnirady. i dneszijcizgt UnNae vkztde&|®hnoo sliyldan® obce

cel kovi |l as potSebnl na pSepravu do centra Brna
povagovs8n nejrychlejg? dopravn? Spoj umogRuj 2 c:
dopoledneypyr acovn?2 den a za relevantn?2 vzd8lenost pak
dostupns§ trasa. Pro automobil ovou dopravu byl
http:// maps.google.cz, ze kter®ho byl dal eep8&mant
wdaj ettty wS2padhD povagovs§ny nejkratg2 dosagite

stupem do uarnlailti& yo broabsitlii tjys opu
ech na dopravu.enPrko IcDeSn yJ MKe S ekj
ltu z-n, pSes kter ®arierajecest uj
dy pro MHDk8&8¢gdol. D¢
lemdgctdhdz-n je jig c
se tedy pohybuje dl e
i560QK8P| eamg i kal lowl 08v38n aK|by
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, 65 K|/l a prTmRrng spot Seba 7
kon2ku pr8ceje @Wrllis57T®@odpdt S8b an
isinmmeatir j& wdp®Pvoddir¢emd 3 e8doktk
dy cel kov®ho poltu najatollmi® ki l
weSejn® dopravy) byl rogeandyt.t cel k
dv Dma.
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® sp8dov® obl asti Brna bylo urle
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vou dopravou (\wea wdtsqigreMopSamadT
$pdckany d¢on bez ohledu na tarifn?
2ch ng8kladT na dopravu je nutn® u
dr uoj u?2 cz20 btraabzuuljkea .n 8§ s |
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Tab. 3: Pod2?]l veSejn® a individu§ln2 dopravy ve

z-na i ndi vi du § veSej nsg
0 ag 10, 0,19 0,81
10,1 ag 2 0,35 0,65
20,1 ag 3 0,37 0,63
30,1 ag 4 0,30 0,70
40,1 ag 5 0,30 0,70
50,1 ag 6 0,30 0,70
60,1a Vv 2 c e 0,30 0,70
Zdroj Carskl (2007); vl as
Mezn2 m2ra mobility, resp. doj 2gNkovsg8 vzd8lenost
zpTsobem:
Mm= P,
Pn i
kde MmMm = mezn? m2ra mobilityTstPek =nkSlZad[Ts,t ekt g

definovat n8sleduj?2c?2m vztahem:

2Viz aktug§l n? cen2l¢0rltli§3u\lI\[Il(]td(pst/lijn/\,/TW.riadsp'mk.~cz/tarif.aspx~
2vi z (e M2ra inflace, vivoj spot Sebitelsklch <ceate vybr anl
2012. Pro zjednodugen?2 byla kal kulov8na pr Tmmrerb§ | c evrBad em a fdi

pod2l u odpov2daj2c2ch typT motorT na trhu.
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_ NW(Zy) + Ni(Zi)

Pn
Zv+Zi B ] ; ]

kde Nv = pr TmDrnl pS2r Tstek n8kladT npSxISed m® u
z-nhn, N i = pr TmiRDrnl pS2r Tstek dékgtadd. ndi i adij
individug8ln2 aupSmebulo®®zdapPravy v

Ng§sleduj2c2 tabulka uvg§d2 pSehled mezn2? m2ry pr a
bydligthD doj2¢gdnDj2c2ch pracovn2kT doexistugrzder a Br n
pSedpokl ad pro dosagen?2 uerklointo@nivcrkdeE Pronk & sveai cdelo  osbpy v
centr a Naopak pokud Mm <dah® paks8stenpsbi pnacypl
centra zkouman® sp8§dov®pSblacsage PSi(odblifkacdd 1h | 2r 2k
0,1), jde o wur|it® hraniln2 p8smo, kwéc@®hobakyopr
pSedevg2m individu8ln2ho charakteru. V tabulce |j
situac?2 podle potenci 8§l n2ho pS2rTstku pS2jmu vyj?2
viozmez?2 od 12Z250Vyaznalllerna sj,sckd tSi pS§sma: zelenh
vi hodnosti, |l ervendD p&§smod@laks pdi bk@nnkwf hodkues
mTge blt uvagovsgna, ale je nutn® zahrnout i Sa
potenci 8l nD obyvatelstva o vyj2gNce za prac?2.

Tab. 4: PomRr pS2rTstku pS2jmT a n8kladT na doj 2

Z-nal P 1250 2 500 3600 5 000 10 000
0 ag 1 1,30 2,61 3,75 5,21 10,42
10,1 ag 0,62 1,25 1,80 2,49 4,99
20,1 ag 0,39 0,78 1,12 1,55 3,10
30,1 ag 0,34 0,68 0,98 1,36 2,72
40,1 ag 0,27 0,55 0,79 1,10 2,19
50,1 ag 0,23 0,46 0,66 0,92 1,84
60,1a Vv 2 ¢ 0,20 0,41 0,59 0,81 1,63
Pozng&mka: Neuvagovsna hodnota |asu ztracen®ho dopravou

Zdroj vlastn2 vizk

Jestjlsagwe n8kl ady na doj 2gdnDn? ni gg?2 neg vinos
nezamhDstnan®ho pr8ceschopn®ho obyvatelstva (pod
Vyrovng8vsg jej?2z mezn?2 rpmergodwmkt iswi tzunemgaejzent 2 mesa? d pyo
produktivity vir e gi onu se zvDtguj2c? sebmowpwd rB2v k o a v mo vngghsy
(ovgem pSi vzr T Tst p Spedlcthw z& bry wnatr €[ls t reeng ipomtsSvky p«

3. Z8vD0Dr

V. soul adu s teoretlcl~<Tm [ empirickIlm ukotvenzr
uspoS8d8&n2 spolelensklch syst®mMT j e mogn® pSijm
pokud jde o ekonomicky rozvi nun2® setvrruokptsukr®@ uz e mile h
4 Hodnota 300 K] pSedstavuje hrubl roBdBlI Khezia naadbivy de jnp r (TX

vli homor avsrka®mme k2 @ji. vModel opvSile dp®%kK laaddi, vasgzBrspsSievoel el
dosagen? mzdov®ho Brerda §he, rebhéevamobn2prdosagen? mzdov®ho pr

bychom sl edovali nejpravdhDpodobnij g2 n8r Tst | i st®ho pS2j mi
druh®Imoupci tj. 2500 KI| .

Hodnota | ats®t mebphhl véTwowdworBaan®& variability dan® prom
abstrahovg§no od Sady individu§8§ln2ch charakterimdsitll asv®hoho
bydligtn m8& mognost z2skat pr 8ci | i ni kol i v, dg§l e zda | as
apod. ) . Tuto problematil|l nost |l ze sl edovat naps. i ve studi
stanovovat jakk o e f i ci ent zjigtnNnl pro EU 25ve studi.i HEATCO, v 8¢
T2mto zpTsobem stanoven8 hodnotra cleas2w 1hly dwgaakh opsrad achh:camolra4
mzdy, cog se jev?2 jako zcela nelogick®.
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umogRuje formulovat konceplnn viznamn® z8vDry
mi kroregiong8ln2ch center nebo ekonomicklich souvi
empiricky podlpak§.¢ e®nuasuDrpyr o zepti mali zaci nN8stroc
politiky. Modelv g a k | zSee gweyn? g 2stp e ¢ infaip Sk T ohr ootoPpPzeaknal i zaci

Yyzem2yusyi t2m konceptu me.Zp? owmedgn Miorbd 8n&lkyhzpz daircwjv
sivwpl Tv§g, get @teaizl im2yr ana bl v,§ ordvz2njTecpht ek @ hmm ost®@h oz
potencigl g odpov2daj 2 ¢2potiedus k ut g Nj] pwdwd apB g

oSegenzj ak zky mNI bTt pS2rTstékemekynoambaykpypai
n8kl adech na doprawuzd8demnorsminowanl clent.r a doj
VpS2zpgadhMmoravsk®ho kraje je mogn® formB8év§gnhDte
pS2znivich hodnot ve sp§ddBmaTotbhd awzd§I|3e0n essg¢ KD r
spS2mNstskou obl ast 2 Brna vymezenou alespoR 25

prac2? ,doa BdmaurVl 4I®e dieyr gyp §d @dwlasTn § k wpaerder (Kunc,

e h
[

Synkov§, 201011) Kunc a kol ., 20
[1] CARSKM®MRP O dJ.I| JednotllvTch druhT dopravy na dnl kL

cesty na pougit? Ctdztmprrawnn%jlmcprpuvo@ihﬁedlklzkumu, 2

2] LS®M2ra inflace, vivoj spot2elbitelskTch cen vy

[3] HAMPL, M. Geogr afi c k§ or g alne szka® er esppwh leil cneo:s ttir avn s f
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Anotace

PS2sphDvek obs@adagrafriegh om@ddm@hNee zmNDprac?2 a do
Slovenska do Lesk® r e poubbdloibkly pao orpoazldndlne n® mllreesnk o\
roku 1992.Zat 2 mco pepoloeld®eR®m?2 st 8tu frekvence cest 0
pokleslaakhi j ak vysok®mu n8r Tstu nedogl o ani po pSi
vroce2 0 0 4 , tot®j) nepBSzepadkP@nseat owadt amgt nSlsatv emBKktae r
kontak T ve sImRrsie SRaopak postupnhD zvyguj e. Pol et o
do LR se zvigil od konce roku 1992 t®mhS jgestir
zhruba de®PStispPyveknis.e pnS2noi njaioni & tzeabbolev. §

KI'2]l ov8 sl ova
| esskloovensk® kontakty, doj2gNka za prac?2, doj2gN

Annotation

The paper includes a regional geographical analysis of the changes in commuting to work and
universities from Slovakia to the Czech Republic andheé opposite direction after the split of
Czechoslovakia at the end of 1992. The frequencies of travel by Czech citizens to Slovakia
significantly decreased and there was no considerable increase after both states joined the EU in
2004, the same cannot Baid of travel to the Czech Republic by Slovak citizens. On the contrary, the
frequency of some contacts in the direction of the Slovak RepuBltech Republic is gradually
increasing. Number of commuters to work from Slovakia to the Czech Republicrieased almost

six times since the end of 1992 and the number of university students studying in the Czech Republic is
roughly tenfold. The paper among other things deals with the causes of this development.
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Na pSelomu | et 1922Nhend®9Besdbgslookensk® ifederac
Leskou republiku a pSleosvetnstkmuud&Ilpadbdtl i kgak | zTst
nadstandardn?2 Yrovni . UmogRovaly t platm$kieedad® me zi
lednal993. Kzachov8n? vysok® intenzity vztahT stejnD
viraznn pSisphRly m@d0 @4 redn Enalt ldpp dSoc hEeUh ghehis kr@hkoy p
pozdDnji

Vlivem hranice, thr ani | n2 m ef ekt&®beke Dahbapll(zmaﬂ)?!,qx
uvedli ge s2l a a charakter tohoto ef ekS2up a®BlViwz2a Ww5e

hranice roste viznam bari ®  ov®ho hrani| n2ho e
pS2hraniln2ho regionu na vnitrozem?2 a pos2l|len2 p
hrani | n2z efekt, jeng pSedstaben? pezivbé¢r wadtaihT |
otevSenost hranice pSedznamen§8v§ filtraln? hrar
hranil n2 mi pSechody. Pokud je hranice m®nNhD pr
soust Sed2c?2 prearciecsty spmirzle. do vybr

M2ra a pSedevg2m polarita pSeshraniln2ch vztahT
YarovnhD sousedn?2ch regionT (st 8t Tsymetrickoo krantti. Zae Vv y sy
t®t 0 situace | sou ezndkolvaadnel ntc ho bpoSuessthrraannnil né cih v z t
sortimentu zbBo@>seln2ccHugebhi onech a pozn8§n?2 pS2i
sousedn2ho?2lremi ndugesvat dobr® sousegStpadha &z
vgak ommkohkh8 vysphDIlost regionT rozd?2Il n§g, oznal uj e
vztahy pak maj2 rozd?2l nl c harkakitoeni.c kJ® jniecr ho vznSokvl §a

EkonomickTm vazb8m mezi LesBDoohalpikadiva a8, a Sl o
k t ealyzovalivz §j emn T zahrani| n?2 obchod a pracovn? a
viesk® republice obsazuj?2 pSedevghBm memB dbmék
obyvat el stkvdoy gz §tjoetno (sie powtiens emlnpl ad Rej 3l & ak
pracovnp&2ipadiNV sl ovenskTlch student T m&opins§maodnhp,
nejuzn8vanhDj g2 univerzity armlkt esri @ nriarraacvosvkin® vuardi
studijn2 mighkaceozeRSbyivenpSedmNDt em k vKatedryf i kal n?2
geografie PS2rodovRdeck ®lofhoadiul ty Univerzity Pal a

PTsoben?m obl| &mRT aSIinaweraskk asev zabiviaka mnl ok ok bk
@genlch Geogemf |PCSk2Irmd@z(43DMaz$3(l®ykfoavkyuImrylver2|ty

jednalo oprojekty Gr ant ov® L RgeMmAkutruy§| n?2 zmDny prostor o
moravskes | ovensk®m pomez2fA, rAfPosh8ivenm pohvajpil dey

zSetedapojRnédo Le\{ropschh strukturida a APracovnnh
mezin8rodn?2ho (pSeshrhonteiho)evrbopsh®8Ecert tgsaae

publ i kovaldi feh8k a DanDk (199 7lvenskou hfaeidjaBok ( 1 9 9 ¢
pul zuj 2 c?2pShr aneilcait,i vtnj2. stabilith Y%zem? se vgdy
mogn® uv®st pr8ce Tougka (1999) | i Toudgka a Tomg
vzamRDst n8vs8n? o bIRa na] rSd owbocbtkjm?ngmmu za sl ugbami
nNn8§kuPydbl emat-$s kowen ®lslkoh vztahT se Gabg?ahld:leTtel
Posledn?2m publikovanim pS$S2sphRDvkem byla studie G
pTsoben2 obl| &MRTJowsd oobv2e nts&naNSy dvacet i l et po rozdD
realizovali vizkumy tTkaj?2c? se plreosbkTecntat vky ah
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p§e evg2m §&dgodbuoN@®eck® fakultBr dni vleawlityZKalm
vl edkT byl ampnepgemafov8&§mal 8se (2005) .
N§sleduj2c2 text rozgi Sujakpaufhatkysdajeddi&m®?2p
prac j2dnoho t §tduo j ®#oy Nkryu d®hovyas okl ch gkol. C2l em
pTseanl? (vl i VL) sKI®o v fpolsdveidene cvh . dvacet.i |l et ech

zamhNst ngn? Dracovan? m

ZamNDstn8vs8&n2 obllecdh$SdbvanskaMmSawldotdtBocbhelketso er
spol el n®ho st §b60Wa60.latech 20s pSleelted g2iml esdal Rppam®vyni) u

znal nl pol et osob byomdlzvodem md obensk®BE&U.hoSpod
znal nl mi i nvesti cemi do prTmyslov® infrlastrukt:
Vzh|l edem®k evzzdmd |lenost i me z i m2 st e m nejgddaladddetnih 2a m2
doj 2gNpendtevstv?z). Tuto §bwenuz wirpesnt®r m¥ ®e mob et

vp S2 hrPaSreivig§2g.n§ | §sita makemBirpaodal? iNRtuo dloa giatmddise nj§s
za pracuj 2L.cR o&lnoav!§okvy§nw osoby vykazuj2c2z jak der
strvallm bydligtPDm na Yzem2 S|l ovenska.

Tab. 1: VIivoj doj 2 g Nletgch 10611991 (i dsobjne z i LR a SR v

1961 1970 1980 1991

vyj2gdhDj2c?2 ze 88,2 48,5 40,4 30,0
vyj2gdnDj2c?2 z 6,2 5,3 6,4 5,2
doj 2 gNkov® sal 82,0 43,2 34,0 24,8

Zdroj: Tougdgek (1
Vroce 1991 byl o nejv2ce pracu,jzczchla\kmzerﬁzmrclsﬂjﬁ
Praze, d06,8t i s . osob. Jedpnraalcoo vsne? kpyS evdee vsgt?anv eobni ct vz a
orgs8nT stgtn? a veSejn® spr8gvy. Nejsil nhDj g?2 k o

vostravsk® aglQsnerraavctl , sdepti§ oaubmak roe soe  R,atis.wsob & o
vokr ese-MFe 1 dtkiks2., 90sob . Obl an® SR zdpeo dmyilciz cha mieg
metalurgie a t eyt il orkr@se olwhelntsk @9k pomez2 (BSe
Uher sk® Hr addmgt DPAV2iaddtéekk,) WVWgdtot z a mNDotbn §BH zeS R9 t ]
vgech doj2gdnNj2c2ch LRe d®R.SRNadgdak mnyjtsegeiRma® nd) | e
ZokresT w®wmdoonaess&k ®ho pomez? VYyj 2 §18d3dbptj.3&8% zp r ac 2 n
vgech vyj2gdnDj2c2ch za prac? na Slovensko.

Po rozdhDl en? LSFR byl o snahou ubRawi thaop8kky aka
zpTsobem, aby se vazby mezi n o vto hvoztnoi kd TIvd d us t bSyt |
LR a S| oven sna &omci roka 49953mibavawz § ) emn®m zamBNDstngv §n?
republ i k. ZamPDstn§8v§8n? na z8kl adn Smlouvy nevy
kzamhDstng8n?2, joska@atmémh kylzo ne T. Othce2 804 puoendbotot
povopenbSebn® ani pro pS2slugn?2ky ostatn2ch st§t
Norska a Gvlicarska.

N8r Tst poltu doj2¢gdnhj2c2ch ze Slovenls¥dohdd LR
rozdRDIl en? LSFR pracovalo |manTlI eSst®m\X/zy/faschedm®emm23<$ei

nezamBDstnanostpr wmw? Sg olvewisrk@DR E@r]’ls pgoftoa wahr
pracovn2kT ze Slovenska. ts.¥pbhdad Zpoﬂed:ese Pp&s b® 2 ¢
konci 90. |l et ndDlT azeé §8Stopyermaska uvolnhDna, takge

. 3 j
necellch 60. tis. OpRtovnl n§r'[st dOngttNa:)jzczch
konciroku2006 se polet obL&npSBRI pgtskMobdthe h €l beitv 120000 7
2010 se jejich pol @ti sustT&Ilnitlo ma afr asnizomiama MO n e
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ekonomick8 krize. Zat2m nejvDtg2 pol e20llkdyovenskil
na trhuwRpmpTalé/Btiil ®. obll®ngr &S&®RovyY 22 s21ly LR).

Obr. 1: Obl anl®e SKR® prr ehpeunbeltitid el 99 3 34.42)2011 (vgdy Kk

1© 120 000 3,0
™ (%9
’© 100 000 .25
N
. 80000 - 2,0
0
o 60 000 15
oN
Law}
- 40 000 - 1,0
20 000 - 0,5
0 . 0,0
1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011
i P YSAGY Y et 2 @IOOOA A5 OA DY 2 4 deplZd RINE 2 LIN2 Bl S NI

Zdr oj : Hor 8kov§g8 (

Na konci roku 2000 byl nej vint gz pod?2|okresechvenskTl
Hodonz2z%) ,( 3VBdlasthg (3,006) , V s e%),20strava’l) 9t 0%)(,2 ,Bst 2 nad O
(27%) a hlavn2m %Nst\Wy sPokaigepa ®@I50kr esu Ml ad§ Bol e
zamNDstng§vs&n2zm Slov8§kT vepSempamlddld nokt ésuGkbsiaz Am:
vel ektrotechnick® fir mBn@ARrXo uGzike.c hPrRe padmDst nvEv §
atraktivn?2 pSedevg2m vel k8§ mNhDst a. Nej v Itis.)yg 2 pol e

Brno (4,9%is.) a Ostrava (44i s . ) . VT znam-slovirs le®@Ho mmormesrsko( zej m
severn?2 | 8§sti), 9Kde olby ladb2eaSWRQ &Ktth & 8d o¥ 8LkR) ,prsaec uj
sni goval . Tentwon §8gleendu jp2ok?rm| dbesadt iil et 2.

Tab. 22 Des et okrreejTvylgR2m a desejnipjkgi?emem bR| asnT
registr@8taniieh RO11 na HBSadu pr8ce LR

pol ¢ pod?2 pol |pod?
PoS Okres obl aprac|PoS$S Okres obl gprac
SR s2| e SR s21| e
1. Praha 37 326 4,8| 68. | Prachatice 201 0,7
2. BrnomNDst o 8 344 3,8| 69. | Znojmo 199 0,3
3. Pl znelRs t o 5030 45| 70. Rakovnzk 191 0,6
4. MI ad8§8 Bol 4469 6,0/ 71. |[Kr omNRDS2 § 185 0,3
5. |Prahavl c hod 4400 52| 72. | Sokolov 169 0,3
6. OstravamNs t o] 3290 19| 73. |[TSeb?2| 148 0,2
7. FrTdélkt e 2179 20| 74. |Ji ndSi chi 146 0,3
8. Pardubice 2092 23| 75. |Brunt §I 135 0,3
9. Z|l 2 n 1661 16| 76. |[DNRNI 2 n 69 0,1
10. | Liberec 1595 17| 77. |Jesen?k 38 0,2
Zdr oj : Hor 8kov§g (
Na konci roku 2011 vy nej vint g? pod?| obl anTvo8Resaclpr W ad

I
Boleslav (0%),Pranav T chod (5, 2 %), hl aRInzZePnd o%)Epi@tsrarnlam (4,
vliivem vTr obc sonid A/C detiokdCz8chWPamae pJTsbbBetana ®@mfHsc
oblanT iSRroegnlich na 3%uiSsadepch Cor $eejt2(c®E hp S|l tow §
n8§sledoval a Brao (8t abol @ikPiVamawskecb ovensk®m pome z?
pracuj2c2ch Sl ov8kT bnH,Bts. nd &8 esobi(tjpbueeB0%z8d ev gkd cehs a |
oblanT SR v&adeM [@Brhg cnea D
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Obr.22Pod?z | obl anT SR na pracov3.22.28011l e okresT Lesk¢

J

Podil obéana SR
na pracovni sile [%]

[ Jo10-049
[ Jos0-099
[ 1.00-149
I 1.50-1.99
B 2.00-249
Il 250 avice
= hranice kraje 0 30 60 120 km
hranice okresu O e

Zdr oj : Hor 8kovsg (
Regi opg&bgMmafick® anallzy se zamhRSuj?2 sp2ge na p
trhu pr8ce, avgak m8| obp@andr nndks thnia jSé owRemek&8no Jer
ge nejen pol et oblanT LR, a8 leo vteanks®k ®v greecphu bd ii zien
vysokplosl¥edn2ch | etech ssuvisigstakysv §SancemmiDa¢l chla p
m2 spr sdyovich spolelnostech se zahraniln2 kapit§
na Slovensku necellch 14 tis. cizincT, o 3 roky
vtiom okamgi ku o 310 tis ci zi mammvhlp Br avVt skawn@gat |
existovaly jig pouze 2 okresy, ve kterlTch byl o z
(1,9 tis.), kde cautiomobiprae oRaAiIi Paege®naCivt r oxn
tis)-pr §ce vSamfsiummN El ectronics Slovakia zamhDRSen®
televizorT. Poltem zamhRDstnanTmds Inead ngIlcdv el nestke®nh t
m2sthD po Rumunsku. N&SRkeamDsro&no 201839 biyso obl a

obalnT LR a po 2,2 tis. oblanT Polska a MaNar ska.

Vlietech 1991 a 1992 se polet oblanT LR doj2g§gdnj?2
po rozdRDlen2 spoleln®ho st8&tu gl om2o npRorkul ens§ ralgs t puc
pol et doj2g§gdnjic2ch za prac? na Slovensko se dI
prol omena bDhem roku 2009. V2ce neg 60 % oblanT
viznamnnDj g2 doimdraysKdsd wivepsbh®cth polmRBR Yeé osmOvagoyv
doj2gNku oblanT obce SudomhRSice do Skalice, k d
prTmyslovg firma |INA SKALICA zamhRSuj2c2 se na vI

Kde hledat pS2|iny pSvpacdBymetcovk®SIi gRiaed? mge:
vekonomi ck® vyspRDIlosti obou zem? ve prospBRich L
vposl edn2ch | etech mezi nejrychl eji rostouc? eko

vparitnD kupn?2 s2ly jig 770 9% Opr%)mDp R AR h(§v mpoérjipna§
mNs2| n2 mzdN zamDst nan cofe 201l do3ahozataina Sobensky 786neardbad St ¢
VLR 942 =euro. Hl avn? pS2]inou dalleskko® vrDg pywbhloi cpec
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pomBDr nN v e bitka® natbwwFd v e m2 c h. Har moni zovan8 m2r a
vibRrovim get Sen2m pracovn2ch si focej2@ll dosahogalaov en s |
VSR hodnoty 13,R p%,uzzeat6?,nfc o%m? S¢ kedgigambedaa® ose |
j sou 0 nNco meng?2, situace na trhu pr8ce zvl §
VkrapBaobkobystrick®m, Pregovsk®m i Kogi ck®m kr aj
aktivn?2 noXxkobear.T clv okresech a(naR8v Y%cRi)mamsKk8 Be
nezamlNstnanosti pSekraluje hranici 30 %. Nedost a
jazykov® bari®ry je pS2|isonoasekdhédiesk®r aecpubi haoe

3.D0j 2 giIkavysoklch gkol

Rozd2 |l polmeeim doj2¢§gdnhNj2c2ch studentT do vysokTch
z%zem2 dnegn? LR do SR za e xoibsdtoebrfc ep os p2o.1 es|vn® hoov ®s
ag t ak vep E®p ajdddk oprvacovn? mi gr ace. Nrifgae mo h | vy
vysokogkol ski.el hpraacMovriagy zna Sl ovensko. Jednal
Vysok® ¢gkolBr adzoep r choleteéhi 1860-nly9 6\2 , d8le o pSem2stNn:
fakulty Masarykovy uni ver zkFamgceutickou Bkuleod WUngvérzityw y ( by
Komens kr®@hme w960 a Vojensk® pol it iPaly®o Baakstad/e mi e K
v roce 1969.

®m roce 1992/ 1993 &stesld@®valepubbi g sdk
gdeg&ohst Wt pvimthovy v2ce neg 2,5 tis.
oltuLRysokahlbokhiE§kTR, 2 %. Nejv2ce stud

Vakademi ck
Mi ni sterst
cel kov®m p

fakuloBaehy,s kter® na Slovensku nebyly vvwatul ov8ny
Vojenskou akademi. Anton2na Z8potock®ho, teprve
Masarykova univerzita a Univerzita KarlovafZa k u | t , ani tak poltem stude
bydl 2c2ch na Slovensku zehwgdohckg§etiakhollt &akkkel 8
soul 8st?2 tehdej g2 WVByqndk® dalkglny MemiielDlovka® uwni ver .
vLedni ci b yrloac ez $129z8¢5n aa vhabdreka $audi ym wahradn
krajing%stku§ aar ctheidtye oborech, kter® na Slovensku |

Polet studaht m BydligtDm na %Yzem2 LR studuj?2c?c
pol 8t ku devades8tlchnlieth HofjirgdNDZlar divpa Gpdli ayi ma

a spoj , kter8 byl a tvoSena dvhma fakultami, a to F
stroj2renskou a elektrotechnickou. Pr vn?2 fakul
vychovgvala odbor n2kygedpelzanti Ruy®cl?a liséen tpadee®dleertge ok &
Yoazem2 cel ® LSFR. Vygg2 koncentrac2 | esklch a m
se jednal o o zmi Rovanou Vojenskou politickou aka
vKogic2ch, kawadloRysh av ejSérrekl ch gkol vimexniamiplk ol y

zastoupen2zm stl,uR!epnatTSibly)dI,\?/ycéazlhglvgktblsaael@oaorlﬁiamIm§
fakulta UK. Jednal o se pSedevg?m o vygaidavagkol 8Kk

| asovhD dostupnijg?, neg napS2 paPdiahtar macbioe . HrRaad
ekonomi cklkydloibfoRIm asv B/iG&t ivsl avlD vgak na pol 8t ku
ni gg?2 nefetreaaphS. sed mdes 8t Il ch. vITiavtnoDn a k uztaehl 8njoesnt2

ekonomicklch oborT na novhB vytvoSen®s tErkameed mi ¢c k ®
1977.
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Obr. 3: Oblan® SR stud®R ¥e2 vigachy s ok mglk hg wd lukgh

N30 000 18,0
T [O/(i
™ 25000 15,0
< 20000 12,0
:15000 9,0
i
10 000 6,0
5000 3,0
0 0,0
2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011
mml26S0 {20114 -@UARSY (AD290 1 &~y G0S(
Zdroj: Statistick®IBPlOV,enXylHkoMCGMTV 22
Po rozdhRDlen2? spoleln®ho st&8tu se sn2gil na pomr~
bydl 2c2ch na §IQRensakderu$hti®@dp1Ql2cn\Fic[hl’J vievades§8tl ch
|l esklch vysoklch gkotamnt Ts| marefhstkd pconlTton sset updreonjt el
sl ovenskou st &tn?2 pS2sILIRg md¥katd’e mha k ®msobkceh 2900
oblanT SR studuj2c2ch na |esklch vysoklch gkol §c
tis.vi z obr . 3) . Me z i akademi ckl mi roky 2001/ 2002
pRting8sobnn. Jejich n8rTst je vel mi silnnD ovliwv
jazyky, takge studuj? pragrameisleg a1k lcth wwyislokv a&d? g kjod
zdar ma) . KromhD veSejnich gkol na n8rTstu poltu
vysok® gkol vy, jejichg wvekuk1B9B. umagwvRBegBkoher
vakademi ck®m rocev20V3hezbhlZ o@bbcisitiudeky T9 ze S| o
soukromlch vysokl ch827/kod t8wde mptdR 3(dcad Igkeecnhn c 266 pod2I
cel kov®m poltu stuUBReséeTtakspul g REBYhaABIBEMN deseti I

Tab. 3 : Ve®e vysok®) gRog¥ym spoltem studentT se sl o
vakademi ck®m roce3l.20)11/ 2012 (stav Kk

PoS N§zev institd Sz2dl Studenti ze Slovenska
pol et| pod?2I|
1. Masarykova univerzita Brno 5812 14,6
2. UniverzitaKarlova Praha 3634 7.3
3. Vysok® ul en2 techniBro 2270 10,2
4, Vysok8 gkol a ekono|Praha 1878 10,0
5. Vysok8 gk-dleax hin§ R« §{ Ostrava 1008 4,7
6. Lesk® vysok® ul en? |Praha 971 4.3
7. Uni verzita Pal ack ®| Olomouc 964 4.3
8. Univerzita Tom8ge Zl 2 n 662 5,4
9. Mendelova univerzita Brno 531 5,0
10. |[Veterin8r n?z a f ar mi{Brno 418 13,5
11. Sl ezsk§8 wuniver zit a]|Opava 407 4.8
12. |Ostravsk8 wuniver zi {Ostrava 255 2,5
* pod?2|] StademsKKazema vgech studentech dan® vysok® gkoly ( %)
Zdroj: Statistick8 rolenka gkolstvz 2011/
Pod2l slovensklch studentT ve veSejnlich vysokTct
5,9 %. O virazn® koncentraci Slov§8§kT na | esklch
celorepublikovl pod21 pSekerdoeniitcahbphocseel 7 Fkok. j
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pouze o umiDlecB®RNBKkOOH;, STMEnt T ze BizeVe¥%ska) a
107 Sl ov§&8kT). T®mNS polovina vysokogkolskTch s
| eskTch univerkdrtiScwa (dUnMasarzykava univerzita).
Brna neg PraWwyem?zhSledeenskk® republi ky bude asi
slovensklch studentT na MasarykovhRD univerzithn.
univerzt §ch vzniklTch ag poliviGpadh98Pohovienm®hask®
slovensklch studentT LeakUcholBasi®owuincvehzi tZBp a
VPI zni nebo Uni verszict Mmad. LE.DePu e hwbuj e pouze

Tab. 4 Fakulty veSejnisnejv@Psgkmchpofkem studentT s
pS2s| umgkhaddmi ook®m rocedl.20011/ 2012 (stav K

Po$ N § z fakulty/instituce S2d | Studenti ze Slovenska
pol et| pod?2| I
1. Filozofick8 fakult {Brno 1198 12,5
2. Fakulta informatiky MU Brno 1031 41,4
3. L®kaSsk§ fakulta MI|Brno 1028 22,3
4, Ekonomickes pr 8vn2 f akul|Brno 793 17,9
5. Fakulta mezin8r odn/{Praha 697 14,3
6. 1. L®kaSskg8 fakul t{Praha 676 14,0
7. Matematickef vy zi k81 n2 f akl Praha 639 22,1
8. |PS2rodovRdeck§ f ak|(Brmo 624 14,5
9. Fakulta informal n2 (Brno 541 22,1
10. |Fakul ta soci &8l n2ch|Brno 530 13,4
* podz2]| student Tstzed Sdhtoeeem skan ® af algelcthy ( %)
Zdroj: Statistick8 rolenka gkolstv2z 2011/

Dominance fakult Masarykovy univerzitygve b S2 | ku fakult podle poltu st
pS2slugnost 2 jdesetidaffl tn,e uwd) Sk tt el In8h <t uduj e nej m®nD
| o

j sou soul 8st?2 Masarykovy wuniverzity. Pod2l em S

kter® se Slovs8ci pod212 na studentech fakiulty v?
st 8t n2 pS2slugnost 2 na Fakuwlrtn ijref owvanarhin? v s d lel
dotazn2kov®ho get Sen? reali zovan®ho me z i sl ove
prok8zala, ge rozhoduj2c2m i mpulkzuetne | pBoesntft ged wm
| okal i zovg8ny st Sediska zahranil|ln2ch spolelnosti
ve vIizkumu a Tvo;i (1 BM, Motorola atd.). fada
AkSem2 kov®m 1/4d0|22 AE vsrt iSpayd.rc2H. &sytv Tseh acchrt Nl a prost Se.
spolelnost?2 dostat pozd&pjaidnk EwropWojnebloc HJSAe n tK
maj 2 l ovengt?2 student. z8jem o studium m®kaSsk

s
pod2ly Sl ov8kT na videcske @kplidbhiicke .fakul t §ch v

Neberemdi vpot az studenty soukromlich vysokTch gkol,
vysokogkol 8kTOV4L Rt pdkaBteioeck®m roBenRO0Ostouaope) 4

sovensklch studentT pTsob2c2ch ®aalzeskleclpove$ejsn

Sl ov8kT na veSejnT ch36jksotl l8dcehn toTu,w &xdje.n @3y, gP | %)6.e , Z ¢
| tySi phRtiny ze vgech slohWegk&l obbadugeun®dTgtebk
L R. Me z i ertg2 koncentrace studentT se slovens
Ostravu (1008 studuj2c2ch Sl ovg8§kT), Ol omouc (96
uvedenl Rbadt ogram

f
I
Y.
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Obr.4Pol et vysokogkol skTch slovenskll2hl2.@alldent T Ve

Pocet slovenskych
studentu

10 000

1000

(< 100

= hranice kraje 0 30 60 120 km

hranice okresu

Zdroj: Slot2kovg88 (2013)

ny uvsg§d2, ¢ge ve gkol
student T se slovens

Oof i ¢ n 2 statistic e
8
hy za studiem nedoj 2 ¢
o]
t

i [ k
VLRpSedewg2amey pTsobil
vgak tito studenti do
Univerzity J. A. Komens nehmnlichVygol®Tgkdlyy
vykazovaly spolu # 6 9 sl ovenskTch udent T, tj . 70 % Vv ¢
pS2slugnost?2 studuj2c2chLRa soukromich vysokTch

§ ® pr
e o)

~ 0

Tab.5 Soukrwyn®o k ® nehk oIl g3m poltem studentpB2sebugna
vakademi ck®m roce3l.2011/ 2012 (stav Kk

PoS N§zev institd Sz2dl Studenti ze Slovenska
pol et| pod?2| I
1 Bankovn?2 institut Praha 2734 58,4
2. Univerzita J. A . K ( Praha 1420 14,5
3. |[V@Grezin8rodn2ch a v|Praha 615 53,2
4 EvropskIl pol yt echniKunovice 351 33,2
5. Vysok8 gkola hot el (Praha 274 13,0
* pod?l studentT ze Slovenska na vgech studentech dan® vysc¢
Zdr o] Statistkokg/ eoLlenkMGyKoPstatia, 2013;
Bankovn? institut m8 | okali zovanBansrka® 3Blysvian ki
ng§zvem Bl VG, zahraniln2 vysok8 gkol a. BMems&®® | §s
Bystrici RonDuletal 85¢hvst SediGal2art N ,ktleir @t g vssoku® nt
a PregovhD PodobnnD i Uni verzitaTrlenl|A2 nIKo0 melnes kf®dh o
akreditaln2ch podm2nek se pSesunul e, kdeaunivéizimm2 L R
otevSela sv® konzultaln2 stSediskM stkmu)h® SKkovz
student. maj 2 do gkoln®ho ve vigi T2@nttesa K| zp
Vysok§8 gkola mezi n§r osdin?2z3$rdcda200@eBvenjtri Isd ha vz tVazhldT | !
konzultaln? institut, ve kter®m | ze navgtBhDvovat
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Konkr®t nlD se jedn8 o denn? studium oboru MezinS8r
Eviopsk8 studia a veSejn8 sprs8va.

akLoR Slnoovh8ocu svt udi um na slovenskTlch S C
gt2 Skfdkenit i ovIiVypBk@B2gkballSkkl ad
0 na ovidlovatkawll® ma lc & ®enmirio crea V2¢t1MAV 2 0 ]
svkiJtng 2s tp8otIne2tm oosbdbansst vz m studoval
alo se o0 extern? studium -student
soukromich vysokT chrocg ROA1/2812h n a
t utdeemd TolzleamzGabhlr RN Yy B vt &r 623). f or mDN
na | esklch soukr oml4b0hVejekjon & cwhy svoek @
e Ms7/k7u cn azvi (ntclYv obvBa7l LoR i4z D n b ¥ )l oeas2kBoau st u
gnost 2 pSi gadalo f poende earl FBEf ot Ml e
tudia nahsgukit @8mhcla ppysokh8&me polty
rogek 19928hamoce 2011/ 2012 tak pol et studer
osmi n8sobnnN,L R anta? ng&cl oo vpeon| sekto sztTusdteanlt Tz hzr u b a
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AnalTza mezist§gtn? doj2gNky za prac? a do vysol
prok8zala existuj2c? wisyamznoicpSemoiieui Lees kEnNKy
republika. Vnejbligg?2ch |l et ech nel ze y ol|oebko8v at Dcrhljoa k ®c
Vizkumy, zejm®na mezi vysokogkol §k gkonomilkybbow o0 S2 a
zZem2, ale spRygal iot D ogidedtea.h Va je vgak sp@abrminRov
i nt enzi ty pracowaS| ov esntswkdi jdno? Lneisgkr® cresopvisiosti i ky do
sdal g2 akcel erac? slovensk® ekonomi ky, kter8 by
obyvat el obou zem2. Osl| aben? jednostmBnhézthsdoj
demograf c k ou diRt macSR.v Tak® o]l ek8van® zavedem?2z gkol
mTge m2t vIiiv na sn2gen?R pagplotdu studentT ze Sl ove
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NODCLNE DOPRANONY REGJ | HOL RASH £
| MPL1 KACE PROCIRNEGGIDDOWP RAVNEUPO

NODAL TRANSPORT REGI ONS IN SOUTH-BOHEMIAN REGION:
IMPLICATIONS FOR REG IONAL TR ANSPORT POLICY

RNDR. StaNisLaAv KRAFT , PH.D.

Katedra geografig Department of Geography
Pedagogi c|Faculty of Education

Jiholesk§LeskVehziBoUniversity of South Boh
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Anotace

C2lem pS2spRNDvku je vymezen? dopravn2ch regionT

automobil ov® dopravy, a hodnocen? jejich relev.

met odi ck® §sti se pS2sphvekvymmBPBSupedoardivakuaohi

jejich vy itelnost pro data z Cel ost8tn2zho s 2t
ep

V analytick® | 8sti ] sou pak n

@('D

fegiony. dn Uy i $lsost irosynagmsine ddwvarn ive 2 #hz 4 |
ostatn?mi typy nod8l n2ch regionT (regiony doj2gl
vymezenlch dopravn2ch regionT pro region8ln2z dop

Kl 2] ov8 slova _
nod8Il n2i Ireiglimm,dsprava, Jiholeskl kraj, dopravn?

Annotation

The main aim of this paper is the delimitation of transport regions in South Bohemia region, on the
basis of nodal transport flows, and an evaluation of their relevance for the regional trapspoy.

The methodological part of the paper is focused on discussion and critique of methods for delimitation
of transport regions and their applicability to data from the national road transport census. In the
analytical part are these data used tdinfgtation of transport nodal regions. There is also evaluated

the association of delimited transport nodal regions with administrative borders of monitored area
and with other types of nodal regions (commuting regions). The final part contains the fioplafa
defined transport nodal regions for regional transport policy.

Key words
nodal region, road transport, South Bohemia, transport policy

JEL classification: R40, R58

VLesk® republice pat SA e jaruotzovn onbuit |G ugP jmd dam r mleojpd Tal ve
m- dTm. Zej m®Ana po roce 1989 zaznamenal tento drt

odraziiovi eho vIirazn® domi nanci naj ibPBepma®o2mleth@O0o
RTst vyug2vgn2 osobnddbobaotomgbipNTT maz&mdmeRBRepp
z 8 kI adn? c h atributT t rpaonsstftoortnaalcieg el degsrka®b dsopko®l heol Znhol <
je dTlegit®, ge r Tst intenzit osobn2ch automobi
sel ekhanw I%tecr. Zaj2mavim rysem ve zmRn§ch v pro
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dopravyjev I razn§ orientace na vytvg&§Sen2? zSeteln® no
hl avnzmi propojuj?2czmi dopravn?minids&@mih., tkrzé¢mmih r
rTstu intenzit oosbodbornb?2c hpoaut@maneo bl D F9I9 md et yKTrakz nBj
pS2mNstsklch oblastech. Pos2leny tak byly doprav

—

c kT mi pSedstaviu edéj nm®)ndﬁlrn6290|horryegdoom2'[gl\jksyo Za
oOv® regiony slugnich zaS2zen2? apod. Pro |
®@md edlem na d tupnost a vypov2dac?2 schopnos
unc et al . 2 2) Obdobn® postupy | ze vysl e
avn2 cth2 mudag 4 | se m, ge jim byla doposud v Dn
atel Tm na b8zi dsooj b? 1y Nekayh. r nDuoj p?r ajegnk® gwWdazzbbyy apvrpa @
vazby obslugn® (doj2gNka za rTznl mi druhy
ealn2 apod.). Lze je proto povagovat Za nos
&czreme (naps§. f eh8k0)19 8J8, pSeoitdoe npgd zaonrzu h200din ®
eplnzm ot 8zk8m vymezov8§n2 dopravn2ch nod§8l n2
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uvedenl obecnivycmelz e;nSe dnloodg8el nn& csht urdeigei onT z a
bn2 id@proawy ovhD pazevmédedhni hw| esk®ho kraje. Vy
noceny vzhledem &d mi ni strati vn2mu | 1 enNDn?2 Ji hol esk®h
ezempiSmdegl Tch studi?2ch. Specimeit oldli mkt !l em§y
aveMafgeck ® regionalizace ®@ma8nhcoidnoegindn§lenz2i c
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iti ky. LI 8nek se z8roveR dotTk8&8 viznamnTch ¢
dia vazeb mezi dopr avou par oss?tdoerl a&@n osi/gsa hRierlenmg s
nNg vztahu nod8l n2ch dopravn2ch regionT k ost
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Koncept nod§|n2hopSeeig)lodxmtadu/y(hre§zazrogzenlty geogr
heterogenita, typiglk®graf mehaupsd®hum8aplsobuj e
prostorovich interakc?. Nod§8I nd2D riengtieonnzyi tjys otul cphrtc
zpravidla mezi jejich rTznl mi | 8st miCha ijselad | jee ar
teoridi centr8lnzch m2st, kter8 nod8ln2z regiony
vel kTch a fparoessmtoawanl chhi i nterakc2 mezi |j8drem r
1933) Prg§vhD j&§dro a z8zem?2 tvoS$S2 ned?2lnou soul
zpravidlvd rmRsaitcas koncentrac? socioekodmami dknltemzal
interakc?2 (tokT) funk|lnhD integrov8no jejich z8ze
Z8sadn?2 met odi ckou ot 8zkou vymezov§gn?2 nod8l nzcl
vztahovlich ukazateIT a ukazatel T vhodnlTch pro
Karlsson a Ol sson (2006) wuv§8dnj?z2, ge nod8ln2 regic

pracovn2ch tr z?2dcohs,t upntoctvziml eckdmtk vnD vel k® per
Del i mitace regionT se protozpwé8heée tD&Bto2abtora
doj2gNkovTch Z- - n, pS2padnhD regionT dostupnosti
sledovanimi lokalitami (Hal &8s, Klapka 2010 nebo
regionT zal ogenrhl cvhz tnaaz 2dcchj 2ag Nckeolvklocv ® regi onal i zac
(nap$. Belrersyk @hfo7a3e;n svk ®m p r o Hantple2dodn eBeoz §Ki k200r0a0,, Mu |
2009 apod.). VSadnN pS2pad T jsou nod§l n? doj2gNkov®
sociogeoghi ck® regi ony, kter® vznikaj?2 na z8kladn ir
jsou integrovgny t2mto kl2]ovim regionotvornim p

Vzhledemkuni k8t n2 povaze dopravn2ch vazeb ajle |lacsgioc k
bgi afvii dopravy. Dopravn? vazby zde sl c
n 2 pTsobnosttosiyddonvetéenbebblog&mateinpd Zdko p
i zace | ze vypsrlvenaawdpt S8dpv g etdynBy os tsutduid?i.e M
o] vymezov§gn? nod8Il ni @rSieeriBtgmla n me h o dd a
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charakter em. ZabTvaj2 se pSedevg2m ot §zkami Sstuc
jakogto kl 2] ov®mwy ®eloegmamti z ape o4 tGord | ul neds k ®5 63 (
slovensk®m prostSed2 HTrskl 1978 nebo BranickT 1
aplikac?2 teorie grafT pSi vymezovs8n? center a
Grubesice al . 20 0vy)me zAWttEMSi nlod§l n2ch r eglésinatiogn vyug?
mat i ci zal ogenou na frekvenci spoj T veSejn® dop
Ty jsou prim8rnhD orientov§8ny podkladv prairgvizitatvorbduo pr av n
YazemnlD administrativn2ho |l 1 enDn?2 | pS2padnh na
regionali zace Yzem? (Jordan 1995, Kraft 2007). :
asociace mezi doj ggNkygvidmipr aeggRorfy asaov®) dostup
zSej m®, ge vige uveden® dva t®matick® okruhy si
vzg§jemnhD dopl Ruj 2. Nesporn® vgak je, ¢ge zde chyl
jakoj ej i ch i mpli kace pro region8ln2 a dopravn?2 pol

2 . Met odi ck® pozn8mk

Nej spolehlivhDjg2m FrdsbhPemepubbrmac¥%l §bedky cel os
silniln2ch a d8l nriokniz ch0lklomuhe Kkizgh@ewggiaf ¢lchd st
vizkumech omezent§, neboS nejsou schopny identifi
apod. (bl 2dge Viturka 1981). Vysnpzeaé? npd@l nyoh
zal ogenTch na dopragenpm®ha i satedizet $Hc[hr sk ®ba €197
vpodm2znk§8ch Leskosl ovenska pokusi l j ako prvn?2
automobil ov® dopravy. PSi jejichnayymedentBinti lapV 4
silniln2 mg2ntinNg g(2¥si e kdyo psr av n 2 mi intenzitami) me z i
Vnich pak na z8kladhR extrapolace protismRrnlch
pSednNlovich !ar. PSedNDlov@lle8liyskayinez ewadliugdy[z 8 0 @
Dogel zv8yvakr uk, ¢ge data ze sl 2t8&n?2 silni|ln2 doprayv
mal ou hustotu s|2tac2ch stanovigs, a t2m i mal T
nN8rol nost na zpracové&ndezeadgi odnoal 2 zalce® Moy e d?
digitalizovanich dat a GIS. Obdobnl postup |jak
spg8§dovich eadlmeszdr empikam8l n2ch st Sedisek ve stSed
spoj T autobhusov® dopr a
Vzhledemkn e mognost i zjigtnNDn2 inici8ln2gdud@?2uvend@iddtl a
z8kl adniwi (zCSD ge) ,t @tucs ed tau dbilit apl i kov&na regional
HTr sk®ho, kter§8 je bl 2mkpostndpKkm.i visSamotrregyi oegl
prob2hala ve |tySech postupnich kroc2ch:
A ldentifikace sedBa sphhed@®@BRa s®s Ok Tni YigP mi | n?2
intenzitami osébet2dbpsavugendégPkPichyv
A ldentifikace up@¥ma® driyodThrm$é e .melzp?2 ndaocp?r a
bod byl n@i n¥sn8k n?2 s intenzitou dopravy nal e
orientovanlch sp8dT intenzity dopravy ze SoOuUS:
A Propojen2 up2nac?2ch bodPrpompgowvgpuHedPplkow®?2|
nej bligg2ch komuni kac?2ch. PSedNDlov® | §ry pr
mi kroregion8ln2 Y ovni. Obce, na jejichg %Yze
z8kl adhD | asov® dostupnost.i
A Identifikace center dopravie ch regCemffry dopravn2ch regionT

vnichg se sb2hal yvy¥sgeknyi kionntuennizkiatca?mi s dopr avy
(sedlovlich) YsekT, tj. zpravidla mhDsta ohrani

Ve sl edovan®m YzeimhDs ene §b;m1&12l apthPRu @aodmMi nej so

ngeéh N
do syst®mT st 8m&n2CB8Dprdeydns se otbntw @lsédpadi
byl o aplikov8§no dopl Rkov® Kkr it®rium |l asov® dost
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g8dn8§8 sl 2tan8 silniln2?2 kofmmniplhaeaciByind meglbedmyd
kter®mu vykazovala nejpS2znivhDjgdg2 hodnotu | asoVve

3. Nod8l n2? doprbhohesk®qi engj v

VJi hol esik ®@ny lkor ajy mezeno cel kem 19 dopravn2ch reg
rysTm s2deln2ho syst®mu je patrn®, ge jejich cer
viznam je d&8le podpo$moi sadmanshngtr gtgizicithzh as/tdroupkr
st Sediska jsou z8roveR admig?$Senati wr?2smibnested]
popul alnhD meng?2 st Sedp $*khar avoil larr2ym ap §Wsymug, 2 | Berj ai dc h
posilov8n relativn?2erodl\ealliokd £t odlo pvriatvgn?2cchh creengti

spopul aln2 velikosthd ejdedhkat IpioyTtawh i mdretgerovanal ch
region dopravn2?2 regiosoh®skhctbagBujd®dj p5j 4, kvgett
26 % obyvat el kraje. Naopak nej meng? pol et dopr e
st Sedi sh&2hawhcl w2 poloze, jejichg dopravn?2 pTs
silniln2 s2tn. Patrnl je pSasasekAdapraadvmi2nipTsal

kraje, kterT ophDt ppSSesvaggem? pkroarceosvpn® rhdou jree gii osnu  ( p

Obr. 1: Vymezen? nod8Jnhohesbh@®Pmaknagch (2i0nT v

RN

A A

NODALNi DOPRAVNi REGIONY P
< V JIHOCESKEM KRAJI

Ceské Budjovice
°

®  Centra dopravnich regionu

Dopravni regiony

[ obvody ore

Cesky Krumlov

Zdroj: CSD 2010, vl ast
Zaj2mavim ploymauwdk2emaz n 2 regionalizace Jihol| esk®
dobr§8 souvislost vymeaemi ctihstdro@triawm2mhl| IremgDmoam. s
ve vel k®sps@uindmi obdvgdBeonbau2 pJsobnosit22 n(edssoluel aqll
me z i admini strativn2m a dopravn2m |plSemard2dm pll o r
rozs8hlejg2ch a S2dce os2dlenlch regriegiangech ( ORP
sn2zkou hustotou silniln?2oss2tdl,| i kd®&n§g e k odnofpirgauvr
komuni kac2. SpecifickIm projevem je pak viraznl

[

nt e
Van|l ura 20WM)E edek o Bbuc? atraktivity krajsk:!
vdopravn2ch wvztaz2ch doj 2gNkovlich vaald&®acmh®hwi z
regionu SobRNslavi a vesel?2 nad Lugnic?2, mezi kte

kt eslobk tegrujregniBkifflerr@sa®be XKrumloveabl Kaplic
ros
[
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Zatcevwli hol esk®mobklapn®j dolwD vymezeno 1vil sd cenikn[i st
dopravn?2 regionalizace vyplTvs, ge se zde nach§:
vli hol esk®m kr aj i i denti fi kofola.l2). Ty gsauknonnochee n2 2v Ndt ogj 22
asociaci ¥ y mezen T mi dopravnz2mi regiony. Je evidentn?2
administrativn2zmwylthv&s&Bn2 p8ispichj2mekicenter,
Yar ov ni pln22¢g¢hnpnkcesdopdayhgNkovich center. PS2 kI
Vygg? Brod, kter® vytvg§S2 nespornl dopravn?2 res
potvrzenawd $S2 vRj g2ch studi2ch (napSr §nsogdilnuydtdv yln®e5z6e)n. T c
dopravn2ch regionT jsou proto uzavSeny jak dopr.
obou typT regionT je mognolipotaekwWant kzaj i elsat i
pS2slugnosti obc?2 ke BsvBeHi skfmond. hbaheceohej e
dTsl edkem aplikace dopl Rkov®ho krit®ria | asov®
Yoazemrmce 2010 neprob2hala ¢g8dn8 komunikace zaSa
rovnfage mnéteks hustotou silniln2 s2tD (ORP TSeboR)
I

na hranic2ch doj2gNkovlich regionT.

Obr. 2: Nod8l n2 dopravn? rdghohnes&k®medkirany dqe@j0ad

. NODALNIi DOPRAVNi REGIONY A DOJIZDKOVE
REGIONY V JIHOCESKEM KRAJI ¥ e

®  Centra dopravnich regionu
[ Dopravni regiony
[ Regiony dojizdky za praci (Halas et al. 2010)

@ Obce spadujici mimo uzemi JihoZeského kraje

.............

Zdroj: Hal 8s et alzpr®ddy8§mcsSD

on 8§l
Regiony vymezen® na z8kladnN intenzit individu§l:i
viegion8l n2 | dopravmBktpedli¢h cet §tOdbdo bad) Mmalkou vs

inf or mac?2 0 prostorovich vazbs8ch a mo hou t ak

admini stratisoaklbsts b gaBeha2 mVosobn2ch automobil T
domi nanci na pSepravhemk®r haposbbmpév dte ptaeryeyi o |
vyjadSuj2 podstatn® rysy pop tidntololyedplze kambioabin2 dop
sdoj 2 gNkovT mi vazbami uvagovat o] zmNDnD region§
st Sedisek tak, abgou?toekodoBiygrdm? pBGrdmwTen®dukce
administrativn2ho stSediska Praclradirclemived @jr2odgMK
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a dopraanNﬂeS\kémbaBm'dDHoyiczm, nebo pos?1| en? S
vykazup®ctnsiegr allon?2 giNkmdd che ivdopravn2ch vazb§8cl

ObdobnhD je klone exnumat SwnovEn2 veSejn® hromadn® d
verze n8vrhu nov® dopravrRd2porbddii dviye phr oloHriomb&n ¢
dTJrazem na aktu8&8ln2 potSeby a popt&8vku po doprav
Yaz e m?2 veSejnou dopravou prokazuje ve sv® prS8§ci
veSej n® Jdiohporlaevsyk &m KrmajnNi pS&@Ba@e¢Tji2ngdSd rozen® vazby
dopravn?2 na z8kladhR visledkT shadgménsiveséjnasg d
skutelnim konkurentem environment &8l nl m®nN pS2zr
vdiopravn2zm pl&&kbougat renod8l n? regiony vymezen
automobil ov® dopravy ,(napS'. Kv DtdaRl g2t vallr.a z2n0@L 2i)m

pro dopravn? [ r egipoSP8plrna?v Dp o lnitteigkruo,v aa ®ISPp c @ o [Kr ¢
vlJi hol esk®m kraji. Rost ouci2ntwelgzZrn anb dogjgzigol\,hk'[ov(lrcm\
dopravnz | doj 2gNkov® pTsobnosti Lesklch Budnj o\

tak mblI bT thorve®f lkektceipEd| o DS®m kr aj

Hl avn2m c2lem pS2sphDvku bylo vymezen2? nod8§ln2ch
automobil ov®i hdoo|persakv@m vkr aj i za “l el em posouze:
regionalizace na z8kladh doeslaynéehoda$adbDosager
kter® |l ze d8§8le vyug2vat pSi =zobecRuj2c2ch z8§vDr
dopravn2 regiony prostorovhD kompaskami3 hl gwm2u d oo

vztahy memami jtjSeadci szk§yz e m2 m, |l 2mg se maximali zuj
Jejich formov8n2 je prim8rnhN podm2nhDno konfigur e
s2tRustvND zalidnhDnlch regionech sé¢ewnygtt§S&jt?drwelpm
| ast® utvg§Send? dopravn2zch regionT. Regi on8l n?2

zdopravn2ho pohledu ome®RoWsSra,l i d8Ngi Oha.(pSadpaki
patrng§ tvgnd&bea?2k ceht efdh Rmee® pln2 dopravn? f
meng?2 dopravn?2 regiony. Jako sekund8&rnhD vIiznamnd@
l ze oznal it nz2zkou hustotu silniln2 s2tihgh nn2zko
center os2dlen2z.

Vzhledem kuni k8t n?2 povaze dopravn2ch vazeb |l ze Vy m
relevantn? sociogeografick® celky, kter® maj? Sa
popt 8vku po 0sobn?2 popd @&vihadggehae n§ 2o rrpvizor lmodn N
admi ni strativn2ho uspoS$S8§d&n2, stejnh jako pSi
dopravou aozvojilDSvJ i hol esk®m kr aj i
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Anotace . -
Vysok® gkoly jsou st 8legiwih&hamhmdjdgzamip& k ®rleemn 7 v
vposl edn?2 dek8dND se projevuje strmlm n8rTstem p

infrastrukturu, mobilitu a funkce. PS2sphRvek si
rozvao,j mNsta Brna ta oastprmwted lysspodk! T unmirk §gckep i samns d o <
pl 8novgn2 mhDst a. Pops§rnvy spkoagk dleok @intextu ke ptSS ed :
pTsoben? na rozvoj mnDs t (vlietnhD model T zapojer
zdTrazmNDmPdsg o nejviditelpldjodN popady) g Sitrntoenmalsd
studeBrtnfD.v Za %l el em zmapovg8n?2 tDchtco? | carp apdolp svaz
vz8§jemnou interakci MLt ar ed es b o dmB g tlzsSka®RN rvsyt vr padt pet (
pl 8novg&n2. Nejzaj2mavhDjg2 vistupy dotazn2ku budo
KI'2] ovg sl ova

wsok® gkoly, region8ln2 rozvoj, Brno
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Sbornzk pS2X¥IlpnNwkeTz i kol§kvimdané gi on 81 n 2 ¢ Waltice D8 & 2013

There is a growing importance of universities as an actor in regional development. Their dynamic
development places new demands on city infrastructure, mobility and functions due to steep growth of
number of students. The submitted article aims to point out impacts of presence of students on
development of Brno and to excuse necessity of inclusioooperation among city and universities

into city strategic planning. Theoretical approaches to university environment will be presented in
context of its impacts on urban development (models of involvement into local environment included).
Focus is giveron minor but the most visible impacts and interactiorsiraple presence of university
students in Brno. A questionnaire was created for students aimed to describe mutual interactions
between students and the city for mapping those impacts. The mosstinteroutputs of this
questionnaire will be presented.

Key words
universities, regional development, Brno

JEL classification: 125, O15

Vysok® gkoly jako nejvygg?2 |1 8nek vzjdild S8ovdacsv Bloc
vznkukoncentruj 2 do mRst. Ta je tradilnhD podporova
a zvygovaly jejich prestig. PS2tomnost vysokTch
rozvoj. Se zmDnami ve spoleln ostizvﬁcgeerUM@IrQWth\,a®m
vzdDI|I §n2 To vedlo ke vzniku mnoha novlch Vyso
vzdhDl §8vac2ch center. Vysokogkolsk® prostSed?2 pSi
znal ost n? ekonami Xgl, o gteend®mu s ynsat ®monkur en| n?2 viho
uni k8t n2ch znal ost 2, vDdomost 2 a poznatkT. Vys
faktorem pSiesgp2owmagjl2n2nmu k ozvoji |jak prostSednic:
prost $end mpircotst ® koncentrace studentT, kteS$2 svoj
znal nhD | ej soevbloiuv Rug s?e. nTuot nsost zahrnout tento fak
dal gdae@oj e tNDchto mDst.

MNDst o Brno je wuni k§8tn?2 nejen svoj? pol ohou, al
vhNdewikmkumnTch kapacit. Vysok® gkoly a vhRdeck§ r

hospoda®sts2m rozpoltem a pl §nujs2 jsewWhj§ roozwiogn
zamNDstnaegiehe.vPolet vysokogkol skTch studentT v
NNkt @S® | zn vel mi intenzivn2ch interakc?, ke kt
vzdnDl §vac? nvil zkumbDb mieknd n stai tpuo |l i m2stn2ho rozvoj
nekoordinov8ny a nepodl ®haj?2 ¢g8dn®mu sl edov§gn?,

pS2sphDvku je pouk§zat na vl
oyspkEmé kol ami do strategi

C2lem pSedkl §dan®ho
sp

p owyi ssaukj ceg kt cel osr ke®@ oh octkpBK tpseSt? Bset tugp y

et

ospravedinit tak nutnost zahwu t

2

g
PS2sphDvek nejprve p Tk
na rozvoj mnDst (vl nN model T zdaaplogjjeel?&dutaid ereraTit
na d211] 2, al e pr mnDst o nejpoidobiNel mMo P ® dpPa
vysokogkolskBrcthstZJadel/aIte]'l eem zmapovsg§nz tRNDchto dop
sc2l em popsat vzg8jemnou iaditzarzakrceil emRattan2a z8vWd ¢
strategick® pl 8novgn?2. Nejzaj2mavhDjg2 vistupy do

sokogkol sk ®h

Zkoum8n? vysokTph gkol a vysokogkol sk®hov Dgryast .
Dochg§z2 zde k pSekryvu rTznlch oblast?, ni cm®nDND
A vysok8 gkola jako soul 8st syst®mu vzdDI|I 8v§8n
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vysok8 gkola jako ekonomickl subjekt, B
vysok8 gkola jako spolelenstxvamDs$eiz pSedel
jde o kl2]ovl faktor).

A
A

Z pohledu wuniverzity jako vzdhDI 88vac?2 instituce
syst®mu (Trow, 1974), jeho prostorovou distribuc

nT pohlved zhémue jmkio jeden z ekonomicklich subje
ElI'liotta a kol . (1988) nebo J. J. Sigfrieda
ni ver zit na ekonomi ku. Dal g2 pr 8§cjee ne uwmnmlnviejrz i j
nal ostn?2 ekonomiky (Concei-«0o a Heitor, 1999) ,
opojen2? vysokogkol sk®ho a privg8tn2ho prostSed?
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sou
geo
Yar o
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8l nz2ch vhDd vych8z2 gBpkeal ensytyesdDkbigdd| sk ®e
okol 2. PSedmhRtem studia je pSedevg2m stu
kol sk®ho vzdnDlI §v8n2 v druh® polovinhD 20.
se sacn@bpbs2klgedgmDaf iP Smith (2009) j e
Geografickl vizkum se pak zamRSuj
obl asti pT n2 studentT ve mDst
' a Mobv&md ¢ROOME. nBDIE
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(2009), v evropsk®m mnS2tku
m§ N3t sk@®mhept sk®S&dMuniVt y vvsmu
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2006) nebo M. Munro a ko
bl ®my, pSedevg2m v obl ast
gtn2ho pS2padu gent
); ot 8zkami bydl en?2

u
52 Kk
azRovat url it
Problematiku studet i f i kace, | ak
nebo D. P. Smith (2005,
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Vgechny tSi uveden® smDry
abl va prac2ch na

TDmi to ot 8zkami se z
Russo (2003) a P. Arbo a P. Benneworth (200
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Vsouvislosvi gepepatiSeimi smRDry prodNlalo celosvDiDto

nej z8sadnhj g2 zmDny v obdob?2 st8tn2ch intervenc
zapojeno do politiky regiong8ln2ho rozvoje, pSed
decentralizac? a pak tak® financovg8n2, Visledke
rozd2I|l T neg c21l]lens§ podpora m2stn?2ho rozvoje. S
vysokogkol sk®ho vzdDI 8§v§n2, kt ed® sal gachl ae;2 S
nejviditelnRDjg2m projevem bylo rychl® zvygovsgn?
vysokogkol sk® instituce. N8sledovaly dal g2 zmDny
byl vznik novlich rgkodi Sdv §ne?j itcthc hp osbto§ veakj,2 c2ch, z
soci 81 nz2ho slogen?2 studentT a jin®. Dogl o tak®
sv®mu okol 2. Ag do t®to doby se polet akademick
mNDs<the v. $S§du tis2cT, po pr ThPDhu NMeskdndkiac@0 .dolsath
kvi znamn® zmhRDnN atmosf®ry wuniverzitn2ho prostSe
soci 8§l n2 angagovanost?2 a mycdlteSekdav T(nDedtaenvt §e n 22nd 0
odrazilo na vztaz?2ch me z i uni ver zitami a mDsty
probl ®my jako studentsk® biyjdakeon 2n &rl T satzmdla gorr aodhyl 1D |
vyvstaly.

Masifikac? se v tomto pS2padhD mysl?2 zpS$S2stupnhDn?2 vysokogko
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Obrat ve vztahuun&vyr zi t a s
ne% innou jak v p
kprostorov®mu rozp
Dal g3z rg§nu dosava
ekonomicky propa
gkoly orientovan

pSigel ke konci 70. let.
N lokalizace jednotlivlec
2 jednotliyl okl k@®s uint wve?
syst ®mu pSinesla deindu
at a s t2zm souvi sel [ Yapadek m
prtorbald®nhyn 2s ep rifarwyyshH n u Inyi cam®in Nd &
stupem konzervativn?2 politiKk
2 zdroje zal al pSidnRDlovat p
rost SedkT pomoc? spol upr 8ce
m padaj2c2ch prTmyslovich od\
na progresivn? pr T my sstituce Zat 2 mc
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® deklarace (1999) je vytvoSen?
zatraktiovnddn¥Dtsdg 2udk an k wrygme e stohbd
Spolu s rozvojem znal ostn2z ekonor
strategi? Evropsk® unie, pSedevg2m
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Lesk® vysokogkol sk® prost Sed?

Je zSegm®vige popsan® tendence se prTbRgnN prom:
Nej z8sadnhDj g2 zmbDny vysokogkol sk®ho prost Sed?

komunistick®ho regimu. Novli legislatiedn?) pakedor
platnl z8kon |. 111/189Bat®b.l eqi syavkVahijgkdgli §c
schvs8l enou Bol oRskou dekl arac?2, kter 8 mi mo jin
mognost.i vz8j emn®ho uzng8vsn?soll phonglkol V do §moi
decentralizaci spojen® se vznikem novich instit
soukroml vysokogkol skl sektor.

Pol et vysokogkdlRs ksTec hz as tpuodselnetd[n2wh 20 | et v2ce I
vysok® gkolstv2z tak v syst®mu M. Trowa (1974) po

2 Ukgzkovim pS2kladem mTge bit Vel k8 Britg§nie, kde dogl o ke

(Hall, 1996). ]
® VtnNchto nouwpn8avhe nbay Icaecentralizace S?2zen? vysok®ho gkolstyv
evropsk®ho vzoru byl zaveden tS2stupRovl syst®m studi a,

stanoven byl syst®mvstdladi ar@ wytuko $en®a viyplok ®p g& ol y.
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Tab. 1: Celkovl polet vysoklch gkol a jejich st
Gkoln2 r|Polet gklPol et st
1930/31 13 27 966
1945/46 8 46 759
1950/51 21 30 685
1960/61 34 64 397
1970/71 24 81472
1980/81 23 119 850
1990/91 23 118 192
2000/01 31 219514
) 2008/09 71 370 274
* veSejn® vysok® gkoly, od 2000/01 v|etnhD soukromlich vysokl
* v]ietnD studia pSi zamRDstn§n?

Zdroj:L SD (2010)

RovnBg@gmet n®m BraPi dimymw &8r Tstu poltu studentT,

nyn2 ponechme stranou historickl vivoj, kterl uv
Tab. 2: Polty student na veSejMTath Aylsokl ch gko

Rok MU VUT MENDELU | VFU JAMU Celkem

1959 3492 4 302 2819 * 140 10 753

1967 6 430 9747 4170 * 211 20 558

1973 6 396 7974 3214 611 195 18 390

1978 8 684 12 268 4783 1133 218 27 086

1985 7 232 13175 4264 863 157 25 691

1993 11 554 10 934 3670 1180 430 27 768

1998 17 101 14 920 5127 1534 508 39 190

2005 30 147 20080 7 842 2 357 596 61 022

2011 39742 22 295 10 563 3091 704 76 395
* v uvedenlch | etech byla VFU soul 8§st2? MENDELU

Zdr oj : LS (2010,

Modelyz apoj en? wuniverzit do m2stn?2ho

Jak ug bylo naznaleno v | 8sti zabTvaj2c?2 se hist
| et se klade dTraz na spolupr§0| univerzitn2zho
napoj emk8de@2nadanlstituce. V ide&8ln2zm pS2padh by t
vgechny m2stn? akt®ry a pom§8§hg pSi rozvoj.i cel ®
Goddarda (2008) vysokogkolsk®rloristlvtum2estrp28nnsrp@
generovgn2 pS2jmTJ v podobhRD dan2 a poplatkT; (sp
t Dch st8vaj2c?2ch Zzvyguj?2 atraktivitu mBDstal/reg
i nvestice, ps olst SetdTii at wemhogbvotn2ho vzdRhDI §v§gn?
kapit§gl; podporuj?2 m2stn?2 kulturn2 givot. Od m?2
pSi rozvoji vhRdy a vizkumu; pomoc pSha p$yVgoe&EHh
z8jemcT z vDtg2ch vzd8lenost ?2; dodatel n® pS2j my
konzultace a gkolen2; vytvoSen2 atraktivn2ho pro

Sch®ma zapojen2?2 uni vervzyittvyo Sdd rJe giGond&larr2dc ha sPt.r ug

1) . V r 8mci vysokogkol sk® instituce by mnDIlI o doj
“uk oil V[T uky, vizkumu a slugeb m2stn2 komunitn. VI
region8umy ptodkkuj 2c? schopnosti a dovednosti,
SpolelnTm z8j mem obou stran je pak spolupr8ce ve
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Obr. 1: Zapojen? vysokogkol sk® instituce do regi
vysokeskolska instituce region
F % VAR
(" vzdélini "| [ schopmosti |
i dovednosti
R\ P R 27
o Xm0\
l' véda ,'l 2 | ' .' .'l inovace |
\  avyzkum ‘,\'" = \\ ! | )
.\‘__.--__ f,;.:/r';___:-;:f.'.."““/,, - /‘)\\\\:
(e ) | (i)
\ //' "\\--komun.i:ti /"
~~~~~~ piidana hodnota managementu vysokoskolskych/regiondlnich mnstituci
mammmnwnm prostor pro vzajemme vziahy vysokoikolske mstituce a regionu
Zdroj: Goddard a Chtterton (1999)
V. r8mci m2stn2ho rozvoje ovgem univerzita nepTs
ovlivRov8na dNDn2m na vygg2ch %rovn2ch. V celost &
org8ny viI 8dy (gkolnsk,8,r ehgoisopno&dl 8nSs,k 8s, 0 cpir8alcno?v pol it
jin®) a pr8vn2 r8mec danl z8kony. gl ob8I n2  Yr
akademi ck® komunity, kter8 hodnot?2 prestcih@zpedn
investice spolurozhoduj 2c?2 O rozvoji vysokogkol
napojen? m2stn? YrovnhD na celost8tn2 a glob8§l n?
pS2mo | i nepS2mo z8vish®onasoysokNdgka®sp@mky ek uc
nebo kul turn? l tvrtn. Konkr ®t n?2 podobu tohot o

Bennewortha (2007) ukazuje obr. 2.

Obr. 2: V2ce¥WrovRovl model zapojen2 vysokogkol sk
globalni uroved ! statni uroven regionalni aroven
L
| |'/s’rérm polidk}‘\} ( leg‘iﬁlnri\‘.:\ ) . .
: N \\ J _-‘q}:olnl prostredl
o : T R '
prichozi investice -i—" —T g /
A v v 1 ™~ | schopnosti |
E 3 x\mﬂilrm ti /
| UNIVERZITA 1 1 | / N
E 3 /'| ;": inovace § |
e - i / /
X\r(f;?fk‘ p'uls.\ ‘/ i N .k‘/ulrulnl ét \I}(/ \\\_EL'Z"'/
akademické ocenéni — — ) nemocnlt}e/“..-_\\___ _;_-/-Z" l-.u']'run ]
T — i - — “‘ komunita )
| - - N4
Zdroj: Arbo a Benneworth (2007)
Na postaven2 vysokogkolsklch instituc2 v mDstsk
zamDSuj 2 L. van den Berg a A. P. Russo (2003)
vysok® gkol ystaSewWlnakum,2 mprrehodg doch§8z2 k posilov
investory, turisty a dal g2 wugivatele. Dochg8z2 ta
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vztahT. PSedpokladem fungov§gn? tohotvazt @Kl unejze
Vv gemi akt®ry (jak je zobrazeno na obr. 3).
Obr . 3: Postaven? vysokogkol skTch instituc? v

strategick®ho pl 8nov§gn?

pracovni mista
vynosy

a— | tidsks kapital

odbyt
soukromy sektor komunita
podnikatelé Il obéané a jejich sdruzeni
hospodarské asociace i instituce a NGO
odbory ostatni uzivatelé mésta
| penize a investice i prace,image, |
lidsky kapital i dvnamika ;
- T S i
znalosti / i \ umisténi, sluzby,
T i T wznacka
| vvsokoskolské vzdélavani i
I mstituce g
student
a2 I 2
i e ey [
e e
2 4 / eLonomxck\ rozv: o\
l' "l

vymeéna znalosti / mesrsLe planovs ‘u:u\
( védecke parky. transfer. \ prohlub It prostorove planovani, )
\ inkubatory. infrastruktura/ {L:mulo%r:;ali:mc;ﬁ?c/e bytova politika, doprava,/
\ networking atd. / _city marketma a{d J

- == STRATEGICKE PLANOVAN] == -'

shuzby, supendm

Zdroj: Van den Berg a Russo (2003)

Vysokogkol sk® vzdhDlI §v8n2ukjremtdesefgSdmo ppapopfenao
Gkoly poskytuj2 jednotlivim podnikTm jak samotn
gkol en2 | tak kvalifikovan® odbornzky. To je zdi
zkugenost2 zvzpradxemezPr vysokIl mi gkol ami a m2stn
ukotven2z, Univerzity jako jak®koliv jin® instita
slugby. Na druhou stranu pak samy stlnu® bob ygveanteerl u
M®nND viditelnou slogkou tRchto vztahT je pak vy
dodg8vat dynami ku, ml adost a mBDsto naopak tradici
tohoto troj %heln2kunitydyevaabkr ondisming e ktoonr e m,

vysokogkol skTmi institucemi. Jde pSedevg2m o Vv
inoval n?2 kapacity. Tento proces vys?2| 8 tak® zphn
nemTge fijiemgonvaat¥%r ovni instituc?. Z8sadnNgdg? | e z
student T, akademi ckTch pracovn2kT | i m2stn2ch o
vytvoSen2 s2thD pevnich vzg§jemniatho vmezbyt Z@ prnon
strategick® pl 8novsg§n2, kter® pokryje vgechny tyt
Dotazn2kovl pr Tzkum

Pro ugg? spol upr 8ci me z i akt ®ry pSi tvorbhD str
z8kladn2 ot8zky tTkaj?2cgt wsdee nvtzT8.)] eRrno®l isnit egtakdent
uni ver zitn2z miBgtnd)? ;s tKdleink i|l asswl8vve ?; Jak student.i
vidz svoje bBdomW®2 pTsobenz v
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Met odi ka vizkumu a respondent .

Pro zjigSovgn2 a@z8ppmdiTchSthbmnakt? studentT na
dotaznz2k, jehog c2lovou skupinou BlbyIDi. \D@itatzmiz k)
prTzkumu n8zor T vysokogkgoilvsokt]T cvh Bsrtnulll esnet T@lﬁhaz§82uc
zW%l astnilo 6 020 studentT T, cog pSedstavwy o kleph
gkoBr AMa prvnzm m2sth dl% odpowld?) j ep o tV&J TMU 5(52 2
univerzita (13 %). Kr o mnz ns2t kuodve@ht o] pvreTSzekj unniuc hz 4l kao:
studentT soukromlithbwlycewkBclh egkwmlb.r ajge dn optollievtT ¢
vysoklchi ghkgl sezdotazn2kov®ho prTzkumu z% astnil
Tab. 3: RozdRI|l en?y srokd mdin dkmotl T podl e
: pol et pod?2|
nyeoke ¢ respon respon
VUT 3332 55,3 %
MU 1326 22,0 %
Mendel ova u 785 13,0 %
VFU 352 5,8 %
Bl BS 178 3,0 %
Univerzita 80 13%
J AMU 52 0,9 %
Akademi e ST 24 0,4 %
Zdroj: vliastn2z dotazn
Me z i respondenty jsou celkem rovnomRrnhD zastoup
ednotlivich roln2kT. V2ce nedkmolldBvianju 2r2e d peand e
e mladg2ahléetp P66 se8rg2ch neg 25 1 et.

Visledky vIzkumu

Vizkum mezi studenty vygenerboomtomhbBokuaptrthauc
pouze vybran® charakteristiky ze ¢givota student
mNsta Brtnravalj&ebyod!l i gt D, formu bydl enz, | as, k t

studentT a jejich strukturu, BTwO®d,a pPprl&lnystsudiud
skon|l en?2 soubhbe®bdm sBaubDat e Brno.

88 % r esptrval®e oty VI metsIik ® r epublice, ostatn? pochg§
trvale bydl2 v jin®m st8§thD. Z m2sta trval ®hho by«
gkole v BrnhD u mladlch 1id2 2z Brna§z? bz 2akkr®hso] ok
mNsto (1% e¥WwkovBrmo %) a dal’F2 Mormoryawsgknezte n®k e e
JM, OL ZL, MS a VY poch§z2 pSiblignn dvh tSeti
trval®ho bydligthD ukazuje obr. 4.

Obr. 4ndResp podle m2sta trval ®ho bydligtDn

mBrnoY S & (i 2 -tenkovh ® Morava (kraj JM, OL,ZL,MS,v m2 SO w®Slovensko m6 ST 2R 2A

I I
ﬁ 1 _I

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
Zdroj: vliastn2 dotazn
4Nejv2ce odpoviRDd2 bylo ze gkol a rfekkuwlirt§t ukde dwWkiamiBrtiu steu dje
gkol 8ch, nlkede TzabDpgzch dTvodT nebylo mogn®, bpl iwebowdeht i
str8nk8ch.
5V2ce nedg 2,5 % respondentT poch8z2 z okresT Hodon2n, GNS&T
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Co sefotrimye bydle¢nw2ce studentT (Braofdrwe@|jae ®ma by
buN samiv2ceelBousenty a |tvrtinaD8tadehtufemyiug?ast
u rodi I T (14 %) a 1m@? A g itcrhv dlo®ray diy ddloi ¢Btrfh.a Tzat o

ovliivRuje celkovou situaci na realitn2m trhu ve

bydl @em3d osi t ou gikloddmkaolsttyS§olkos koncentrac? vysoko

exi stuje vel mi vysok8 popt8vka po pron8jmech by
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Obr . 6: PrTmDrn® mNs2]|n2 givotn2 n8§klady respon
maj 2 pSojdmy Toda dal §2ch pS2buznlch)
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W Své zivotni naklady si hradim zcela sém/sama

Zdroj: vliastn?2 dotazn
Zhlediskas r ukt ury mpDs Studertigph Tk lua chTej v2 ce vyd8vaj?2 ne
mNDs2| n2ch n8kladT), d8le na stravovsgn2 (25 %),
aktivity spojen®)pS2Nmov2xe j=t updaiterrm T ( 5r oBdAND wmezi
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Anotace

Term2n kompaktn? mRsto se v odborn® literatuSe
analyzovat nhDkter® z tRchto viznamT a pS2stupT.
konceptu pro Yzemn2 pl 8nov8npgrgst krongp alkrnthh&n mDe ta
z§stavby oddhRlenTm od BEslt&ytby pHdupdEN2] @ ir us K

spr8vy s2del v tDsn®mM z8zem? kompaktn2ho mDst a.
Astoti,szcoevslkc®1iky1§amsutmloul,_gita met oda morfometrick®
prostSednictv2m spojitosti GI'S vrstvy budov.

souvisej2c2m s kv al8isttaw b@ikviaudap o uzi88r orB2n nk o mp a k t
tak®g mDIy bl t kompakat nz28 rvoev esRv ®ma ji2n tvrlahvoidlu§ naul t er n a
Sspr8vu.

Kl 2] ov8 slova _
kompaktn?2 mPDsto, morfometrick8 anallza, kvalita

Annotation

The termcompacicity exists in literature in several meanings. Tdim of this paper is to analyse

some of these meanings and approaches. After considering the compactness of a city as an important
concept for area planning, the compaitly is evaluated as an area of urban character of housing
development separated frauburban and rural development. A part of this paper is also represented

by comparison of funding and administration of settlements in close surrounding of the eoitypact

To define the compact eoftthyo wsna nt chse CaichideppbliGetheoff tohheu
method of morphometric analysis is applied, more specifically delimitation through connection of GIS
layer of buildings. The settlements compactness is an important condition connected with life quality.
Suburban areas in the hinterldrof the compaectity with discontinuous building development should

be also compact in their urban areas and their advantage is also an alternative for their funding and
administration.
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Key words
compactcity, of morphometric analysjgjuality of life

JEL classification: R21, R51

Rozr Tst 8§n?2 Yz e m2 mNsta a zab?2r 8n?2 okol n2 zemDd|
republice Jasto ag nekontrolovatelnl charakter.
term2nem komptakthAediRDet aPkal i ka rozd21 nlTch, al e
tohoto pS2sphRvku je analyzovat nRDkter® z tRDchto
kompaktnosti mNDsta jako dTl epget Pbmpabzmapom@Epo o
jako Yaz en2 ur b8nn2m charakterem z8stavby. Takt o ch
oddRloeinTz8st avbpyosriuverdsnl2m? .obwWeba visel ohsltaivn®e vsubui
procesy z8s¢ém¥baelki ch mhDst  &8vékzRanp@g@2ams@mb2p &d 1
st8§vg§ chaotickou. Soul &8st2 pS2sphDvku je i vymez
mnDs tefis kKI® r emu bploi ukgyi t 2 met ody morfometrick® anall
srovn8vs8ny mognsopsrt8ivyf isrPadned o w8 n2Dsan®m z8zem2 komp:

Kompakt n?2 mNDst o | YVaz e mn?2 h

Pri m8rn2 znam t er m2 nuwbarksmenpaaokdt bno?r nn®D sltiot esrcau wi Sse?

v

vespojitostdi se zachovs8§n?2zm kompakt m®»psttrn ojuT bBnerhmX
Je soul §st@i tpeolniotsitkiy puSdm o®vPsnes R ® ma Hm s 2BG8Y ¥ r u

souvi sl osti s kompaktn2zm mhRstem se Seg? t ®mat a
mNstech, snélBegtNemi ¥z dupgh®o yruej\®ivt§al2i zmddse sak 1 c h |
rozvao,j eSejn® dopravy nebo tzv. inteligentn2z rT
kompaktnost| uspoS8§d&n2 urb&nn2ho pelocsltogiuck Vi :
pS2stupy se term2n kompak2ns?t omhestt2o (oPhapngt @ziijge, g j Saga
pozornosti se mu ale dost8v8 ag po intenzivnhj g?

( nap$S.my, BA9%.hNavzdory dloutor vaj 2 c2m di skus?m se kompakt
soul 8st?2 mnohlch vI8dn2ch iniciatieval20l®pS. ve Vel

VNi zozemsku byla od konce 70.0nmpatkenfilsit &l. nID2 kgv
zaznamen88vdd 8 0. obroslt arbr'ksmtﬂmsl’.)ksthhj ako Amstar dam,
Haag (Faludi, Van der Valk, 1994 Turok, Mykhnenko, 2007).P o ®Se rozvol nRDn® su
dochg8z2n&v¢da&tnd) kbyvatel do remrBamitaci.&8duiSeijtizch ®t en tped |
opRtovn® vyug2vegn2 brownfieldT a vistavba novlc
zastaviDnich obl asmpalthe mMRst.a PoTdea i Rag ikt nNDkter ®
probl ®my ve ,Bidslt200@)hSniealpySepravn?2 vzd§l enost.i p
vytagen? vysokokapaabtsr 2 cnhi] gkeo nvuyntivk8aSce?t vleenp §2 p O cC
druhy dopravy cyklostazgyS. i mbp$&&@®h dopr avardlrhe nmprke f e
nemotmrwoii chatd al2005MGehl, 2010;2 es kT ch autor.T Hnilil ka,

rTst8n2 Yzem2 mBDsta a zab2r8n2 okoln2z zemRDdDnDI
ji g zm2nNDnT ter m2 noma b@snojatpernaow!§ n2e v dlek@mtzi rkl
5) VDt dgina odborn2kT tvrd2z, ge vygg? hustot
nou podm2nkou udrgpivislesi sn®mMoo roevvo¢ @2 mNDsSpoz&r Ru
al (2005) na nutnots,t Qe bamli s4tTi as pvyBannokvaud Th
a tavd ktoidokatitouprog i whyvaelve ec § fj®724 ch gi votn2ho cyk

Skute!ngst, ge rozr Tst §n?2 1/42e,m2 miNDst , subur bani
mot or ovleclh vaoztiod hl avnBD pro pSesuny mezi m2 stem
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vi zkumT ( BOOQ Glackeiam , 2004). Kahn (2G@®)t Seb&dbengé
na jednu da&BAcC meegtnijgavi vnhD kch mkogekNewYork B Sami s t
Franciscoa nej vyggg?2 v ech, jako |ljeeAtlanfa @ Houstdsatt 2 mco envi r onme
n8kl ady rolaylyds&&wér miesak§olivensBantyqg ot 8zka 6w st §8v§
Evr op®S2 kNaad mezi l et yetio®po6| nBatébdydih Icaeetky emmi s 2
obyvatelez d v o a8 sprbT mDrmprS& pdvenm®d enasto 2Z6%yial eptod24aut e
vzrostl o 62% (Muniz, Galinda2005).Proto se i z pohlede nvi r onment 81 n2ch n§8kl
mnDsvtDda urban s p ®i k1 §nNj 2 spzge k e konceptu kompakt
krozvol nDn® z8stavbD.

1t

Tuto vihodu nigg2ch ekonomicklch a e@aiigm ment §I
(2012). jRijcm@®NIT zkp Be mSs pAME&v® hroSmidcsid 28, mezi mNDst )
upozorRuje na skutelnost, ge vihoda kompaktnost |
podl e jejovth eeRjumzghtviingku pol,ohoyd®v §&ntyifinyal n2 t |
dom§c lokaliza v ank@b mpakt n2ch mDjsejeichhh ac ehrkampakiBosty k dy g

ekol ogi c k ®hmp2ggietl e & ik 22 let§ r kg dgyi vot n2 mu prost Sec
vpS2padech, kdy je snaha ekonomickou danie€k wvlPangi
politickTch z8sahT. De Roo (2000) rovnhig upo zc
paradoxnh uznamemncaht pzohl edT zvigen? negathluk,vn2ch

gpatng kvaldh,a ooplzadiigry egbamrydlgizg $ u jz32 ektokokgeklkays t m e f

20 i nk T s ¢akodpzanraa dugjxe HoomBpékt fegemvirBomeot §1 n2ch
pot om vkammlugxnd poodibukneps¥hodmDj g2 ch

PSev§gm8bBadakpani stT wals@alessmédhj epl fmon§zoru, ¢
kompaktnost. mhn shtag R @h op Sprdpotkd md ene pro dosagen?
pS2padhN nedodr gov §n? z8kl adn2zch principu kompak
prostorus p % & & p pahlediNieuman, 2005).

2Vymezen?2 kompaktn?2ho mRhDst a

Vymezen? urbgsaez2 uo wiptegdhtc dr ul ensskddujeha dmfdsnti sit r at i v n
hranicemi .tMwehtwDtnydisntD pS2padT jsou administrat
venkovsker ®bjcequ kZ8§stavbou oddDl en® od samotn®ho
venkovskTl charaktenr gima ta@ut opdl 2veSp Sivi vl d nsotcuedni
urbanizaln2zch procesT se nedr g2gaskt rniekutvn8id g c
T zpTsob oddRlen2 urb&nn2ho a suda208nn2ho
,2Pa4dvE VzkpSe2nmandIT h st ot ikskecojv§alh jmBEt ov ¢
ch integrovanlchlvzHBV ablkarh odl® ncoesnttartan Tneihs toa
alnou pot Sebu toto Yzem2 z¥§it |i zmengit

S>Sno
o0 "tnw
oOXxX X 0O Cc
>SFownwoT
oM™ o

a,
rl
zZn

—

Term2n kompaktn? mNsit eos ks®e | \isueisostilsy Y@ @zveann2im vt o h o
prostorup S2 | i gvujen e dMimjo h o autsoprefgeprsacuneravil 8nem, co
nevyhovuj e. Il ntravil 8n obce pSedstavuje zastavDh
Yazem2 spojit®, nebo nikoliv. Poj em s amolXsntl njae v
z8kl adnD tohoto morfologick®ho pS2stupu je pak t
napS. hovo$2 o morfologicky definovanlch kompakt
zastaviDn®efguokadm® ¥né ma2al O2508N2 |zaaks eetuv §d?2 def |
mNDsta pouze jako Asouvisle zastavDn® Yzem2i. \%
definic v2ce, jedna z nich S2k8§, ¢ge kompaktn2zm r
pod?l emnkabt ol och s rTznIim charakterem jejich
Syst ®mem veSeJn®2006)ol\pirap/ryob(launrattorku nesoul adu m e
vymezen2m a skutelnlTm rozsuaghem]o(mﬁiﬁslhtaehdposejrI@ov‘
and yti cky spr§vnng2m a pSesnhjg2m vymezen2 | §d
respektovg8&n2z funk|ln2 integrity jrecwaglodmyalkterbz Z
mNsto ve smyslu souvi sl e ur banimodwan @hlot Yiz e md z
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nezastaviDn®pgrlE,hyj, ejniaplBg intenzivn2 vyug2vegn2 n
do j8dra metropolitn2ho %Yzem2. Takovli pohled se
analyticklch podkrn2dmchpliknmuowv®mwnZhe mhDsta Prat
zdTrazRuje souvisle zastavhDn® Y%zem2, jed vgak ne
zda je vhodn® pSi definovg8§n2 j8dra metropolitn?
opoentj PDtvar rozvoje hlavn2ho mRsta Prahy pSi t
mNDsto takt®g vyugz2vs, dokonce na Yzem? Prahy v

detailnhD ho nedefinuje. Nen2 t akpajtaS?n @, kktteerr® upg
zvolit hranici

Ve vNDdeck® literatuSe nach8z2me vel k® mnogst v?
urb&nn2ho a rur8&8ln2ho prostSed?2 (de facto vymezi
tzv. gur & nA ontinuum nebo kompl ementaritu.

ik n h kvantitativn2ch met od. VRt gin
| e t (rovnomDrn® i nerovnomBiDr n®) sz2d
j 2 kupiny metod: metody vych8zej2c2z z
: Me z i autory vyug?2vaj?2c? o b Net a.K2000)i nrehpp me t o d
abenberger, Gotway (2005). Na Yagzteimken$Iimovein
ncentrovanl mi s2dl vy, aplikoval met ody mhRDSen2 k
(2005a, 2005b, 2008).

—l

N T
sofis ovanl 0
rozpt nost. e
vydRuU dvin s

dat u

Sch
k o

Pro vymezen? kompaktn2ho mhNDsta | s me pougi l i m
prost Sednictv2m GdSi lvir sjt vyme btuallovs o Wwitsyl e zast av
mezi sousedn? mi budovami d vDtg?2 neg 250 metrT.
snagi li j sme se pro nhnj stanovit maxi m8l n2 hodn
relativnhD kompaktn2. PSi pougit?2 me n g 2 hodnoty
integrovan® z-ny. StanoaeRoazbhodnoskbchsmByeesiteonr
pS2pakecihk §zal a jUald t ®o pgiothd IO 0 tn@lsa ja2l oy2 cuh Smelks t
spolusn §bSeg2m nhNkdy vRtg2 ¢g2Sku neg 250 metrT a p.
mNsta (naps§. Prahu, Lesk® BudDjovicetolPardlbode
vstupovala ploomat rSeckky® daonamdezfy stejnim.zpTsob
Vymezen2 kompaktn2ho mRsta pro gest cca Astoti s?

Li berec, Ol omouc, Pardubi ce a ©Dst 2 nad Labem)
kompaktstz crha mdldb y v aatdeni snti su rmallstv ndabml. vy mezen2 | sou
Zpopul aln2ch charakteristi k -8% obyvates(hebmoed® ht i nslFsct |
obyvatela)dnhstsa rvat i vn22md Iveyarte zreintho N G jep mkbn?2 j mNOE
nad Labem (cca 15% obyvat el mi mo kompaktn2z mBDst
ZzahugtDny panel ovou z8stavbok,ompta&nt $ 2 ano pnddst & mj. e
s2dligthpiajoddngpoulemkoagkadao, 28§ iastbatbny2vcalt ed $2 pva d
mi mo kompaktn?2 mBDsto sp2ge meng? s2dla rur8ln2ho
do 1000 obyvatel. Ni cm®nhD jejRchtezdStpadsethodnt
vzeé®l 13 km a Rad2kov 12 km od centra Ol omouce;
centra Pardubi c, Kaligth 9 km a TSebotovice 8
takovichto s2del maj 2 ve sv®m z §zleinjg 2Hrha dkeocmpKarkg |
mNDstu je ale nuneaeaWDe rbwoBu. hB)ydIna)cnemiRugs2|®®G,giatapS\irss

intenzitNokvriasjtaawibeyh vl §stech mNDsta je pSedpokl ac
skompaktn?2m mDstem a tmj g tplky o d nalko bsepol byonwsl & § i a P d
Vivoj =z ®sktraajjboywTwh | §stech mhDst je st §y®dmd@mami
pS2padhN povagovat za ukon]enT.
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Tab. 1: Populaln2 velikosti vapmhemzenbthakompaikt m¥

obyvatelstvd(tis.)
mnNDst o mn s tadminv kompakt neij’thpOdz/I S

vvymezen mNsto ( mimo KM (%)
Olomouc 101,4 95,5 1,0 94,2
Liberec 98,1 94,7 0,9 96,5
Lesk® Bu 96,8 94,1 0,8 97,2
Hr adec K 95,9 90,0 1,1 93,8
bDst? nad 93,9 79,3 3,5 84,4
Pardubice 89,3 85,5 0,9 95,7

Zdroj: data LSB, vlast

VDt §?2 s2dl a, kter8 jsou morfologicky oddhRDleng8 o

prostorovi oddDRDl en® jednotky, by mnRDl a m2t dl e
samostatrsram\o(slperﬁo'w,nr)d(dg‘wrSdzepraadimIm\Zemestotiszcgvlch
vliastn2 samospr8vu na nigg?2 %Yrovni Lirmlestesck [( maj

obvocem zbytek podl ®h§) ,p SPamod whrigcen T(M mhBstas kT ch ob
(4 mNDstsk® obvodyge, LEs&a®e BuKNgl ov® a Ol omouc
s2dla morfolognck§l mesBopvnll magiustSE §ted

nemaj 2 a

maj 2 navzdory jistIm legislativn2zm omezezd m alt e
chtnNj2 Dblt samostatn®. ObN varianty se lig2 zp
soul 8st?2 vDtg2ho mDst a, hSsetpSHV @ ju2 nsai coeb ywyad g2 eo K
rozpol tov®ho urlen® dan?2)r,e8alnd vd i dr mmoup Setroan
prost $&dicT wmhDst a.

Pougi tl koncept kompaktn2ho mRsta aplikovanl na
Leskou republiku, tedy na g¢girg?2 vymez&hh&mBat . \
mor fologicky jasnhD wuchopitel n®ho nembet slku®hua bpnnp
charakteru, morfologicky oddnRDlen® od typick® m
integrovan® v 70. a 80. lleit zah?2 29t Sesdtiosl keat V® vs 08
NDkt eerl@hto s2del u g k osmpoaskttlny? mz 8nslXsatlvdbrfo z1k ossntDik t br &
kompaktn2mej mnDstyg2m obdob?2 pravdhRDpodobnhD srosto
meng?2ch, do 10608 omgyat evleynk ok s kT charakter, j

kompaktn2ho mBDst a, al e admi nikbrtardactii vkmMm8 |josvo®, jCelh
Par dublak2a oh)vywmezen® administrativn? Ipod®bovac e st of
pouzekr i ti ce. S2dla |l eg2c2 v urb8nnhD nespjkoi t ®m Y
soul 8st mNDsta nebo se odl| |Rrnahkl, ®npeonk updr ot on b osvpazgug
vpS2padhN ge jsou administv@dy viniDastorud §sad mo snidrs § \ay
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PROSTOROVC SEGREGMQCHEI CKhCH A

SPATIAL SEGREGATION OF ECONOMIC ACTIVITI ES
ING.VLADI MGR T ERF.D.
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Ekonomickes p r § v n 2| Faculty of Economics and Administration
Masarykova univerzitg Masaryk University
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Anotace

Vyugi t?2 pTdy ve mRDstD je do znaln® m2ry podm2nhl
jedinelnost a cena. Teorie si vg2m8§ pSedevg2m v
vzd§|enost2 od centra VYECBDP)teé ZeKkdta uppen AISEss TIpe
model . mSeloymmkghzeFdQ'zvél'hmodelu i zol ovan®ho hospod
AIonsova model u Seg? sektorovl a polycentrickl
pl atnost tRchto knmopled?T. Savds t pSe/dapnbkelradT Al onsova
sv® strukt uSpmparkaometsrpy ndailjteorsov®ho model u.

Kl 2] ovs8 slova

wugit2z pTdy, prostorov8 segregace, bydlen2, ren
Annotation

Land use in the city is considerably determined by basic characteristics of land that are its uniqueness

and its rent. Theory pays attention especially on relation between demanded quantity, rent of land and
distance from the centre (CBD). The Alonso nesgital model is the basic approach to land use. It
works on the assumption of the Th¢gnen model of
Alonso model are solved by the sector and the polycentric models. It is possible to verify validity of
these moels on the case of concrete municipalities. The city of Vamberk meets a lot of requirements

of the Alonso model assumptions. The structure of the city of Milevsko corresponds with the sector
model parameters.

Key words

land use, spatial segregation, howg bid rent, municipal development

JEL classification: R52,R12, R14

PTda je virobn2zm faktorem, &kterlT je nepSem2stit
rozsahu (mnogstv?2), tak v mognost.i z, jaKosjmlb U VvV y U ¢
napS2klad stavebn? pozemky, | esn?z a zemhDdDNDI sk§
nerostn®ho bohatstv? Cenou pTdy je pozemkovs§ re
zZz jej2ho vliastnictuv? reKnutcuharraI 2ekkoovrBo nfi2cOklolu) ar okzd pi i
ekonomick8 renta je pSedstavov§na ngjemnim z vy
pSi jej.ZmopmBdej pTdy jakogto virobn2zho faktoru s
Rel evtamaméti ck® koncepty, kdy je pTda ch§gp8na |
virobnD, se objevily ag v obdob2 vrchol2c2ho mer |
soul asn®ho pojet?2 teorie pJTdekogami pSinggd pdekk
Adama Smithe Thomase Roberta Malthuse a ze] m®na
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Smith povagoval pozemkovou rentu za pSebytek cer
k formul aci tvrzen2, ge za(tfzarkctoormzikdaypi (tf8d Kt ojrs op
produkce, renta je jejich dTsl edkem. (Hol man, 2
Yar odnosti pTdy, ale tak® s jej2 polohou, kdy v b
odl eh!| T ¢4z eln@st(eSarti t h, 2001) .

Malthus se domn2val, dge renta m§ dvhD pS2|liny: 1
SVoji obgivu: jde o dar pS2rody vlastn2kovi pTdy
trhu. Mal t usolvyRizcgarRd oy, okdtnertfa dospnI k pozn8n2,
mnogst v? pTdy, kter® diferencuj2 pozemkovou r el
vinosT kapitéglT, kter® jsou vliogeny do rdznhD Yar
rentu, jej2¢g velikost je d8na ozd2l em mezi j ej
obdnl §vat (pSingg2? alespoR nquvI ekonomi ckl z
ovliivnhDna nejen vilastn?2 p¥%r ovdzndo8dte2n,oséa P e odak® hpo
di feren]| n? pozemkov® renty je z dnegn?2ho pohl
produktivity, kterou pozdnDji formuloval Johann F

The¢gnen vych&g8zel z abstraktn2ho model u i zol ovan
nN8sl eduj 2c2mi parametry (Maier, T dtling, 1997,
A existuje ekonomickl prostor izolovanl od ok
A vgihni spotSebitel® jsou v jednom m2sth, k de
A vgichni virobeci maj 2 stejn® produk]| n?2 funkc
A dopravn2 spojen2 je ze vgech stran stejn®,
A dopravn2 n8klady proslukty. rozd2 1 n® pro rTzn®
Je tedy zSejm®, ge virobci pSi jejich obecn® sne
kapit8lu mohou zaplatit za pron8jem maxi m8l nhD | 8
dopravn2ch ng&kl adeclku nMaapPbaduasvan@mosbaby, r
produktu) a tr gnkPl acenXx.ed(yJ e gdeek ,v 2WDI02)kost i trhu
plodin, kter® sou ziskovRjg?2? a jejich doprava n

vwwug2vsg8§ postupn
produkce nemo
zemNRdNI sk® viroby
centrum 2dla s tr

zemDdNIr Vk @ag Rt inviglgy tsegmiRayh 2

pro
u bTt um2 st Dny ve Jvednaoztnll vi®i nz -
z
he

ng§zornil Thy¢in2nobr poipbNSkSad
em a n8sleduj?2 postupniD dal ¢z

n x

2Neokl asick8 Land Use teorie

NejviznamnBhj g2 obl ast 2 apdniekganczeh oT hp¢conhel neednuo vjae vrdo dt
struktury mRDst, okeljasngc kz88 ke kaodneormi jcek §n m2nmad Tjzso u

spojovs8§ny pol 8tky tohoto konceptu je W. Al onso

uskutel RoganclichmRDsta vyugil pr8vn Th¢gnenTv konc:
vyudTidy? jpe vystaven na stejnich pSedpokl adech, |j
trhu, snaha o maxi mariobaoiu tieskwnol o guigciktokuu, o dsl
transakce scee notdreuh r S8kvtag r2® vo z n asldistjice (CBDy khozemkoeon t r a |

rentu pak oznaluje jako bid rent (Maier, LtySokT
Z8kl adn?2m prvkem alokaln?2ho mechani smu tohoto m
fakticky bid rent) doprd§hémosn3kbddygent Naeokt ad]
mechani smu mi kroekonomi ck® anallzy chov§gn? spot
viej2g grafick® podobhD existuj? stejn® YrovnDhD wu
vzd8§l popemku a vige pozemkov® renty. Nastaven? h
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vige pS2jmu dom8cnosti a vige vRooajeTVvleddjbNgmau
bNgnou mpod Smdainopdzikci pS2jmy,j &kme®)® anDdépmawrn:?
(ng&klady na pSekon§n? vzd8l enosti) . Jeostedyg? | ¢
vzdg8lenost?2 kl1les§&§ n&§jemn® na m

ovanou va b()lzic’ad,dz&st2

Na z8kladhD vztahu mezi pogad b
konstruovat jej2 bid rent kSivku (Slkora, 1993) .
renty (n8jmu) a vzd8lenosti, pSi kterlch dang d

rent | e d§n vel i kost?2 p§2jdmm§mm|@$@nn$stpiS,2jan’]i |j eer

y d
)

vcentru (pS nul ov® vzd2§lle@@sdwm§gquﬂ?amutpsS\?ygng/Z ITa
spotSeblteIskIm ol ek§vEn2zm vpo@2 MiomgShjoFynt po Gag
maxi mal i zdda&usw®@hag2u@pl oohgg2megp8dmbhgnost s

Uvedenl neoklasickl model je mogn® rozg2Sit, ja
ve mDstND pro rTzn® aktivity (funkce). Vichodi sk
schopn®ukovat prTmyslov® virobh, resp. obecni pc
zjednotky plochyparekm@nivkgm2damSknovst 2, mo hou
vihodnhD pologen® pozemky, neg obchmoidindv 88 RrOPrbyY
PSipomeRme, ¢ge je to zpTsobeno strmost?2 kSivek |

zi skovost se vzd8lenost? od centrraos(tCoBul)? vvezldBl e
konkurenceschopnhDju@yjce A®sivedui 2 dobdler IXkak, zn8zo
obchodn?) ,z -pryTnfyRs ) aVv @ - m-ynyb yeddRze-nrty (zRe mi)d Nl sk® v Ir

Obr.2 Al onsTv model struktury mDst a

R (KE)

OBCHOD

PRUMYSL

BYDLEN(

ZEMEDELSTV(

Zdroj Bel ajov8, F8zikov§, 2005 (dc

Al onsTv model pSes nespornil pS2nos pro vysvDtl e

mNstN m§ Sadu omezen2. Na prvn2 pohled jsou zSej

A struktura mDst je re8l nhD znalnhD diferencovanst
exist ence vodn2ch tokT, heterogenita pTdy a n8sl
komuni kac? (zejm®na silnic),

A ug mhDsta stSedn? veli kosti j sou chadrTasklteedrkius t i
historick®ho spoledéd pedeomendPshadckyw §¢ paidiw
obchodn2zch center na zelen® | ouce), nikoliv je
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centrickIl model

en? uvedenlich omezen? Al onsova model u nab222~
39) a model v2ce (mnoha) jader (polycentrickl

Obr. 3: Hoyt Tv sektorovl model

/

CBD central business district
P obchodn? a pr T npyrsolcc
hl avn?2 komuni kace

BVV bydlen2z vyggdg2zch s}

BVS bydlen2 stSedn2ch

BNV bydlen?2 nigg2ch s

BNV-S bydl en?2 nNi gg2ch

Yaz emp?r o2 haj2c?2 soci 8§l

Zdroj JegeMai €002LtySokT, 2000
Hoyt Tv model zohl edRuje vliiv pS2rodn2ch podm2ne
ale pSedevg2?2m existenci hl avn2z Kkomuni kace, ktero
v soulasnestiinitepm®ad. (Jegek, 2002; Maier, Lty ¢
Naproti Al onsovu model u polycentrick8 teorie odr
kter§8 vznikla buN zcela pSiroaddgrshDesdspuymwizvm| mNg
pSi blail god T Tilsil edku pTsoben? trgnzch sil, kdy nov &
pSirozenT dTsledek pSet2gendinihhrafvodé&murvynivki
zelen® |l ouce je tak® posun odmiprfoasktSceerdy (dvi2fceer em
Viturka 2011) ke struktuSe ovliivnhRDn® preferenc?
vsoul asnosti znal nl AdTeanat(iKiAMmomdh@®18kkunds8rn
dTsl edek Yazemn?2hor gml2&mo vigencchank dsdynudos st upuj e f akH
vdiTsl edku jehog pTsoben? wusiluje %Yzemn2 samospr &
ekonomi ckTmi dTsl edky.

Obr.4 Polycentrickl model

CBD central business district

. m|_| P obchpordlnnty sl ovg z-na
- BVV bydlen?2 vygg2ch s
. BVS bydlen2 stSedn2ch
- BNV bydlen2 nigg2ch s
n OC obchodn2z centrum
TP tNgkT pr Tmys]l

Zdroj Jegek, 2002 (up!
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4. OvhNSen2? model vyugit2 pTd ve m

Teort i ck® koncepty pTsob2 vDtginou vel mi strnul e
Pokud jde o prostorovou segregaci ekonomi ckl ch &
porovnat s e z8viDry popsanlch m@aal TmNsZa vV a mt
(Kr 8l ovehradeckl kraj, cca 5 tis. obyv.) a Mil e

byla vybr8na n8hodnh, spl Ruj 2 urlitg§8 krit®ria.
kompl exn2 spektr rsunm frmemkjcc2z vae |ljidke sa RERA (20073t o Vambe

MRDsto Vamberk | eg2 na kSigovatce silnic prvn2z t¢
do znaln® m2ry ovlivnily rozvoj mNDsta a vytvosS
Vsau| asnosti je vegker§ tranzitn2 dopta®al gSeli oge
mNsto. T2mp$ea&®ndoyl bSkgovatky se silnicz2 | . 14
| §ra) proch8z2 sever ftehaodjéhsdeptramNst a, nen2? pS21ig
Pokud jde o rozlogen2 funkln2ch z-n, splRuje Val
CBD tvoS$S2 centrum slugeb mRDsta, bezprostSednhD |
skladovgn2. Z-na byoplrdmystvgdlzpenavsSedp®, npat $2
| §8stelnhD tak® severn2 a jign2 | 8st mRDsta. Pokud
obyvatel stva, jsou bytov® domyni gdmi opBKkEmME e a
| 8stell2nddko centr u, ale tak® ve vzds8lenhDj g2 pol oz
pS2jmovhN nejsilnNpoglddu obygrviatelhnsat wd,chjosdmd mv okr aj i
Vamberka. ZemhRdND|I sk&nRTinejpa? catranad dl§er ®vo d

Obr.5Bbzemn2 pl &n mNDsta VamberKk

N

Zdroj: MDst o Rychnov nad KnfT
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MDsto Mil etveskpr olsetg®2edn2 bl 2zkosti silnice prvn?2
proch8z2 po severn2, severovlichodsa &gebthodnonh)l
mNsta na jeho jihovickekdand vinDawmidéieh| ®§dBag2 ,| e@i
PSi pohl edu na mhNDst o Mi |l evsko l ze vidnt vira:
spSedpokl ady Hoymodela ¥lejki ok ow ®h @ pouze pr Tmys|I c
pSev&§gnhN | bkakkpevEngelteznice a hlavn2 silnice
okraji mhRsta). CBD leg2 pS2mo na pTvodn2?2 p8§teSn
z-nou &sbwdbgnz) kter§8 je viznamnhD poznamens§na
z2 pol oviny 20. stol et 2, Cel ® CBD je pak obkl c
dopl nDny sl ugbami (pSedevg2m obl alRsk@jvyhgvemosnt
pSedpokl §datozvejjm@&dAa h v z- n§ch na z8§pap®senc hokr a
vych8zeGBR2smhtraz2mt ok rozvojovim z-ng§m, ale tak®
oblasti sy TraznhN modernizovanT mi o sndigrgrinmmi bydsdorvying h @b y
domech je konce®Vr av &Moo nlayatzellj BB 2v nJav &ZB D Na pka ket
l eg2 mezi CBD a pkimysfeVewnobhast?tasgy.

Obr. 6: D_z‘emn2 pl 8n mNDsta Milevsko

o o .»

Zdroj: AVIZO (2013)
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PTde s,pecifickTm faktor em. Jej?2 dominantn?2 char

m2ry pSedurluje jej2 vyugitelnost. Teoretick® ko
z8) mu vDihDdy, S i vg?Zmaj? jeyzhateroutns henmapst
Vyug pTdy je releviegmemdéw mphecddleeanm piopslS8mwan®

it?2

Nej vi znamnhj ¢ 2ohatombdelssed naghiz h@aceoohl edu jev2 teor.i
mRNst, | ej 2emgn ezo8kkll aasdiecnk § @ kakladatetemAlbr$? & nlaadmzzam pr v k
alokaln2ho mechanismu tohoto modelu je trade of
vzd8l enos({TBDBYJ. cAhonaTv model m§8 vmalks eskvt8 romdz e
model a modelpol ycentWUvekén® modely je do znaln® m2r
konkr ®t n2ch mBhDst. MRDsto Vamberk napltRmjegeltzginn
nejsou rovnomBDrni k oncennatprrioctki®. t oMAls tkeoIr 2Ms gl e nv ds k.
spSedpdlolyadwa sekt osmadjen®hioj imokdoeul upr Tmys!|l u odkl onni
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COMPARISON OF SIMILA R INVESTMENTS IMPACT ON
REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT
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Anotace

ZamNRSen2m pS2sphNvku je kompaka&dewzhRirnédv nauted md ktih
prTmyslu a jejich vliiv na vivoj vybranlch ukazat
zahraniln2zch investic na moaagmams tr ey womlu§ n2s odid lags?
objemu investvilceojn.a PsY2esdpolivaenki se zablT v§ regiony
komparace je provedena na z8kladhD aktu8l nzch dos
di ferencovanl vivoj jednotlivich regi oiedace Na z §#
a snaha o postihnut?2 specifick® imamsoul| nél iakle:
dal g2ch faktorT, jeg na dan® ¥Yrovni zkoums8n? n
nepSi ke8ndzkalnim z§vRkDPmpodalpdrmPg e ogll2d kpi ta jj & k «
a podrobng get Senz.

Kl 2] ov8 slova

PZlI, region8ln2 rozvoj, trh pr8ce, kapit§8l
Annotation

The aim of this paper is confrontation of comparable investment actions in automotive industry and its
impact on develament of chosen labour market indicators and to check the impact of foreign direct
investments on possibility of indirect regional investments evocation; currently the impact
of investments size on regional development comparison. The paper deals thyeleaindf Czech
regions; the comparison is based on actual available datasets. The results suggest huge differences
among development of the regions. The comparisons suggest that isolation and effort of concerning
only the specific investment action igyéssuable while many further factors matters. The county
level of interest makes such factors quite intangible. So the examination determines no explicit
conclusions, but can be provide as support facility and inspiration for further and deeper research.

Key words
FDI, regional development, labour market, capital

JEL classification: R11, F21

PS2m® zahraniln?2 inveberesporavi Zoh@Immojies o APESH) e
kapit8lu. Jej vphTuDh & ol €t AnlazrofesniMapls ¢ddwsé divemsot sStlie
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s2]l 2c2ho pr oscte8svuaj @l onbeeol di npjesxl gekt®erhimb ez sob| §dtu2 na s
jej2hoProzesj gl oHlalei znacpeo,c hkytinevddemsgp oz u e pems moder n
technol osgojeAv, T lrudpmalTbNgnN prob2haj2c2m prooesem i
hospod§Sstvz2., Naoppkocees e¥hz cter asis§iagmomalsi zace,
vzg§jemnich vazeb mezi Mastrdrehmi z eko®jnwimi k amn I
transnacionalizace je mogn® povagovat vliv pS2mic
obNma stran§m, jak hostii{ &F ak®, KaRréhositeldo$s R®0 @k
ekonomiku je zhl edi ska PZI charaktezd sh@adkast e n{ u akcaep, i
jengsledo®dRuj e Ul dah®@Pkemopomizedhnb¢hlt er ® szev ypjoodv2§inej 2
produkce Volba poskytovatelek a p i thfetiska jehoalokae, vy c h 8z & c izo ni8d inl22h o
odomgen2 co nejvpgg?2 m2ry zhodnoce

Spol eV inDerskzl, roste tak® zpn?zngdm®bd te,mak t €2 Boujd@ ov &8 n
povagovgny za viznamnl ukazak ad dnBuabaune2hibo heksgproan
ale tak® za podsdtadrogw]. PZbotvi gneunh nperpoT sjoeblPo pouze na
hospod§Sstv2, jejochAygWiovhizei spiaNShvatedgh §6eg
pSekvapeht pVsna@men2w sesnapgikdst Sedni ctv2m psSi® S&latti v
zahrani| n2ombodest bnyclp subvenc?2 | i d-akovilccrhml e
investil n¥ygl hpobd2piSkditpork |l adu, ge PZI pSinesou hi
produkci , ni gg?2 nezamBDst namow,t , alteg ans fdehty. § € e cphonz
Nutnopodot knout, ¢§ge PZl nejsou pAoawezgd ownlig§d Iné d ksepre cp @
povagovatzgaafedeh faktorT pS2?2 (DimizopooldupMc€ami, o | ok
Bur k e, 2013) Ned2 |l nou syoudr8cst B o sPtZilt ejl ssokuw uv gzaekmi i
z8§roveR vgak v2ce | m®nN pozi tiilwzre2 upwr®s t maktugp L
sn2gen2? konkurenceschopnost:i hostitel sk® ekonomi

Leskou republiku | zestniac pmd\Vvagzahartaniad nt ehatiinwre
ZpoliticklTch a ekonomicklch dTvodT se zde toti ¢
dvac8t ®ho stol et 2 tedy s e znalnim zpogdhDn2zm
zahrani | n2yho pkSaepvi§tgpntia csepsoejme nbusd ov&§n2 konkurencesoc

a privatizac?2 st8tn2holLRajpgllauf oP moo nmfvesic®mMDISt w
do z8kl adn?2phwows tkuappeemh 8|l aiIsu Sse vgalouhdeh®trakt §v 8
viraznou roli iIAWeievediovayl rlieR kowd 2,04 emi IPiZad
zl ehog 53 % bylo alokov8&§meiwveSklbadm®m ZgthhagikuBfu c
kapi t(S8UNB,i 2012) Soul alwndl iltzaet i vem¢ onSipto swyndg 2P Z|
pSidanou hodnotou, jedg znamen8& jednak vygg?2 pog
prosazov§8nrki minosvoawc\wi saejs2 c? zvygovsg&§n2 konkurences
1. cz2 | a metodi ka vI zkumu

C2l emot ophS? spNRvku je na z8kladhR vybranlTch ekonom
A srovnateln® investiln?2 akce, uskutel nDn® pr
navli voj regioniTnv aeot ind € hgi tbydo wEny ;
A objeminvesticen§ v 1 z namatefd wiTivw j

vizkumu je studovs&n2 ¥ inkT investic
pSedpokl §dat signifikantn? pTsoben?2 dostupmostit i ce n
rel evantn2ch Ydaj T byl at oprpoS2os pjavkeok ozbvloal setn az §vrnouv
pod pojmem region tedy bude proVpdipady) pohwz o\
dopadT na %r ovmoig nk®r apjoTs,t ithynoluytl eanal yzovanou prob
rel evant n2 chh wekkaomeatnd Ick,l ckter® jsou na t®to %rovn
byloobt 2 posizpvgeef ekt dan® pownwOk@midire? psSledest avmej 2 r oz
celkyy, kde | ze pSedpokl §dat vDtg2 mnoigsazdNjis@ubm]sd
dal g2ch faktoriTzolkawat® efnekro gkkaurjkkr ®t n2 investiln

ZamhNSen2m
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Za srovnateln® budou povagov8ny takov® investilr
pl 8novang vige investice snd) |lbiygimNd rdxi ncSl nnfb gon §
pl 8novanlTch pracovn2ch m2st a term2n jejich rea
vybrg8ny dvhD Avz&jemnhD sr ovnoableasnt@i aduwtog nocbei |ionvvee
Vprvn2m pS2padWopiecjedpél elnost2, kter® se pS2mo
(CZNACE 29) . Hyamikda®t tMdt or Manuf ajcé lyundaig Tdatee ch s . ¥
Peugeot Citro+n Aut omoAPAA®. Clzaetcoh , d vso.jri.s@euje s(odu§l | aes
jednyznej vyggholwoBBb®v hi storii Lesk® republi ky. Dr
opozng8n? meng?2 mi, kter® nejsou zamRSeny pS2mo n

proaut omobi |l ovlI pr Tmys|do bnha sTwkd sepcd dd dbjenauptytq PZIg e v
rovnhDg Sadinley vk djdRe c¢rkdom kzr ®t n N s eNerhak Gzedh Repubcp o1 e | n

S. r.o. (dg&l e jen ANemakif) a DENSO MANUFACTURI N
Z8kliamWmér mace o vgech vybranlch investiln2ch akc
Tab.1:l nvestil n?2 akce
Investor Hyundai TPCA Nemak Denso
Mat e Ss k Ji gn?2 } Japonsko/Francif Mexiko Japonsko
P S0eyd 30 000 29787 11 361 9575
(mi I . K
2 U S O 3000 3000 1361 936
pracovn
Zah8j en 2006 2002 2000 2001
ZE WS O 11/2008 02/2005 2003 2003
provozu
Okres Fr 1 delst Kol 2n Most Liberec
Zdroj: vlastn? dapCzechlovesg§2022 na z §

Anal yzov8§ny ibudesut iAhne2nckink aazkact2e |l e2 coantaétier inaujtar
k't gerddzajistaj edn2m ze stRhRNgejn2ch faKtobJl ovbud®Ruzko:
dopad na bWwdlovedi onwojjegemmphboEnpSikapDtonfkov ® s
Dvojice investiln2chhalkd? sbadpej kompaopa8idy na
pr 8§enéru nezamBDstnanost. a polet uchazel T na |jedr
dostaneposouzen? vlivu sl eeadacedmll g cthd P&marvengiganst a
jejich potenci 8l n2 pS2sphNvek k formov§gn? kapit
obvykle analyzovanich ekonomicklch ukazatel T na
proveden?2 pozdyr odvannd® g@r cabnlaelmat i ky. Za vIichoz2 zdr
zvol eny datab8ze Lesk®hoalsdsak® srt§ rctklPBeG3)/eSmidyu  (( L S

2. VIisledk a diskuze

race dopadu srovnatelnlch invest
I na trh pr8ce a posouzen? v

< —N

< O T
o T a

n n 2
c L d o
I d

<Q O
w X O
S5 o
N e

2.1. Dopady PZlI na region8ln2 trhy prs8ce

Nov® pr acov m2 mpnSi2t|neldy ievt @ssstti igeogvi Sonné8§zl anmN's t n a nbal stt i |, m
spojeny sp S2 | pvamov e egsizoinyT o0 k oolnme2zootv Gadékéee SZpadni ch
konkurentT 1 znamenaj 2 c? naopak &lSai komdkteollk 4
vyvolat vznik dal g2ch pracovnz2dam®mt gtegs pojuenT ch
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Vivoj m2ry registsoedo®@antzhmbDeignah sl jssuachyce
pro pSedstavu zachycenytinpvamDmn®ploddnotspuc ala® :
zah8jen2 jednotlivlich investiln2ch akc?2 (italika
Tab.22M2ra nezamBDstnanost. ve sl edovanich regionect
2000 | 2001 | 2002 | 2003 | 2004 | 2005 | 2006 | 2007 | 2008 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011
I L R 8,8 8,9 9,8 | 10,3 | 10,3 | 8,9 7,7 6,0 6,0 9,2 9,6 8,6
Frlaelst 143|141 | 147 | 152 | 153 | 12,1 | 105 | 7,9 5,9 9,8 9,5 8,1
Kol 2n 9,8 9,7 99 | 10,2 | 9,3 7,9 6,1 5,5 6,2 9,1 | 10,4 | 9,9
Most 215| 21,3| 21,7| 235| 238| 21,2 | 195| 155 | 13,1 | 16,4 | 16,5 | 15,6
Liberec 7,3 8,2 9,1 | 10,4 | 9,2 8,2 7,5 6,0 6,7 | 10,2 | 10,1 | 9,0
Zdroj: vliastn?2 zplrSf,ov28inl123 n a
PSi porovn8n? efektu obou investi ]l nn?ac hz 8akkl ca?d Nn ad «
uvagovat 0 i rjakeeosivesticias HY)gmdaig 2 . M2 r @k rneeszia-mBis It ch e k
M2stek byl a pSed rreoacleinbbadc?c (PdZ8I| ez hjrewd dA@o ®3bopip o h it
ccao5®vygg2 neg | inil pr TmRr LR. Od zah§8ijbhgen2z vIiIroc

okol o republ i Kaev hoon cp r Trrmolkruu 2a011,bwlkaem4“d:rﬁelek
M2 st @¥p.bo ni gg2 neg pr TmBDr L RvuesPtSecset oTgRC Ak rp8a zkiotdic
nat rh pr8ce okresu Kol2n a sma gn ko lm2kr ul ente zmond) s

vdel g2m | asov®m horizontu efekt t®to i kesstice
Kol 2n pnDt | et pSed zah8jenzmpvimbbgmTPRApuwydghkbRO
nezamPDstnanost. Lakot ke | o nagheSsjteonkl epfrBocdhu kacck 2z nv e

2000 o 1 procen011lvyd)gl, a . b. vygg?2 neg pr TmBhDr LF
TPCA bude pravdBDpodobnhD nejen viiv ekonomi ck® Kk
desvou roli mTge sehr §t i samotnl vstsipejkroMkuale
idal §?2 vi znamn§ i nvestlickeal v é N s t5¢qgdni@asterdo ®IA. IGE v 4 n w
Naz §kl adnD vige popsanich skutielcmd sakc2a seSil zpo rdo
g efekty investice Hyundai jsouid/ob D ekonomi ck® krize pS2zniv® a

dz2ky nDmug se m2ra nezamBDstnanost.i nezvyguje te
Nabz?z z?2 se vgak oda 8Hk@andgiakv sMeginvkewsht o daedhe y v2 | e
ngsl eduj 2c2ch, invepstvineeh TPEAeche ttaok® g |j,evvil a

ni cms®re g2 m | asovim odstupem se na prvn2 pohled |

VpS2 pejitdd nvesti c merep2hderzprzoashtuSedn2 dopad na re
pSestobde akce bezespotravek tpr§sS¥p mukkeot hi kb st ech | e
hodnot pS2znipokl asegm mpoyenesamNebhnianoBi g2, neadl
vpS2padhN prTmRrnidhobbddob®bel Bl €®Ri ska rovnhNg ne
PS2| inoujakmTagp& nBT zamNst nanc To me znd vcgn kpoowdknui okéTiy, | nt2 &k

firem, ale imigracep r ac o v méziodgions Nt no tak® podot knout, ge p

upl at Rov&na nov§ met odi ka jvdjpomd udTngIredkue zjasndis

hodnoty i et ech n8sl eduj2c2ch nepatrnb nigg?2. Vykaz

pova@gamv&ktonzi stentnz?.

PSi pohl edu na b. 2 je bezespor u regopuMost,Vv 1 | t
ku mil ®ni a jevil d2ky vel mi vVy

PSestoge na kon sd ejdod a® ®lydorkeogud omiB rsosue nsetz8a mNs
jetato o poznBaet hgpSedel§vej 2ctith. zNBbRazZap82|c
Jedsne§ skutelnhD o pokl es rpeSzeamidsttldmanols§st inedoy vdao
zamPDstinanreasetgi strovan®?

Ta
kterl se ze zal §t
Ci
e o

D8l e byl anallze podroben vivoj poltu uchazel T n
viab. 3pr TorpMrtem LR, oznalen?2m |l et zah8jen?2 inves:
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Tab.3:Pol et uchazelfraaoyerdob mdpsn® ve sl edovanlch

2000 | 2001 | 2002 | 2003 | 2004 | 2005 | 2006 | 2007 | 2008 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011
I LR 88 | 89 | 12,7| 135|106 | 98 | 48 | 25 | 3,9 | 17,4 | 18,2 | 14,2
Frlaélst - |321|31,3|342|559|209|126| 62 | 48 | 162 | 26,2 | 18,8
Kol 2n 80 | 88 | 13,7 | 11,9 | 102 | 72 | 45 | 30 | 55 | 243 | 32,0 20,2
Most - | 510|576 541 531|517 | 187 | 87 | 10,0 | 44,6 | 40,0 | 31,7
Liberec - 84 | 102| 95 | 57 | 63 | 44 | 24 | 52 | 17,0 | 13,8 | 105
Zdroj: vlastn?z zplrSf,ov280n123 na

Jak je mopfll adi kommar ace pSddiokramec2 honuestriateb
nat r z2 c,hzlpgedikau&k azat el e polet uchazel T na 1 voln®
regizonnall nN rozd?2l n§. Zpot moo uckaese| Rohan lsanz gt o
republ i kov®ho pr-Nm®wdaihovalvk rr easz n P hdtinbe Myotec 20040yl

pol et ucl am2es/tTopiva? ice§theed g | i ni | @THOAKOk rLeRs. e |Knovle2sn
pSi swhlce zah§jen?2 zpatedbn®m@2p0%) eku hodnoty uk:
ivi etech n8sleduptetbh2RDésaj 2007 ¥e vgak jig ne
viraznnD nigg?2, LRegOd FrokRul 2p0Ymmprak hodnoty uka
nadr epubl i kov1 pork]rnelsre-MFSsittdukakcreovwwn D g signal i zuje p
na hodnotu ukazatele, od r @dklesu kodnbtg ¢ &E8bbdutpto r ok p
skutelnost lze vgak pSil2tat i ekonomick® situac
za celPaklleRs. poltu uchazebb2padll iviod et int2es t Ky ujne
Vrocezah§8j en2200@dokoniwc e ( pokrésp BrddaWkot ek na 1 vol n® m?2
48uchazel TporcowWn §hkems2004 ocham@hiBamos8ej mND se n
domn2vat, ge by toto byl a pPRlesmte@sukanatelivens | ed o v a
ek onomi ckraéstl, Krsit 8éc §e 5 -MPrsitdeekk podmp re pamibit iekdgyv vl v o]
stavu regionu, ovlivnnnl i i nvesti c?2, | ze hodno
jsou opNRt znalnhD nejasn§g. Hodnoty ukytozeaderceé € 0K r
nej sou vgak pS21i ¢ eindteenrcZinv nc2e |l @® W.zRh ljeed esnp 2kge Vv h
odTsl edku, pro ekonomi ku pozrietgiivonrfu fLS8izbee rheacs pjoed §<
bezprost SednhD po zahB8jeonkl psoukaucapat eddliceghacmz it
|l etech se opNt jvddm§ is p?rdglenNa nd rcehl chpidinok LR. Lze
investice Denso viraznhjg2 vliiv na polet uchazel

22.DopadyPZ1 na stav zahraniln2ho kapit8lu v r1ec
Zdas| edovan® imotistoValPy akalegkac idwpeédztsol'ruyg,nﬁ ch reg
lzededukovat od vivoj evdaa®mani ¢ gt tnou .k aPsit Slpwosuz
problemati &kysle pgabl ®mefektuwpy wklagzvaa e®mom sk 2| na ev
PZ1 daje Bstavech PAAa s | edovan ®jsotir yokana o w Ssaglyi pdjrealbk oalivu

zahranilnzhoukmaei t ®ju podot knout, ge vinvdsttg ovan®
doz8kl adn2ho kapité8glu, ale soul 8§st? N&s U eduwuajk®C 2r
anallza tedy mTge p'[sobit | 8stel nD povrchnhD a
nemTge. Ni cm®nD mTge Ioug|2ttkpakporopopdops'[orunz@nér
probl ematskgvu VEabjani | nPho vikhpehBh®hoa zz8kl adn?:
sl edovanTch regi'ﬁab.eltaﬁabﬁe‘t/a/ty wlbao e z jeswou/ opNt stzno\
investice (ital iowa)zua (tokyDgah®j eamvepti ce Hyun

zah§jjeinm®nv rlepgSiecsrunua s2dla do sl edooa/2@09,®etkco)rokr egi on
zahg8jenz je tedy form8lnh uved n ag r oikokres0 09 . P
Mos t kter8 bylajfo®m8reBbobhb&8j grapvoto vyznal er
investice do regionak&mszahgfeni peosbapdnl s
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Tab.4St av zahrani|ln2ho kegio¢@8éahvev simieldovmeadlc hK| )

2000 | 2001 | 2002 | 2003 | 2004 | 2005 | 2006 | 2007 | 2008 | 2009 | 2010
'\FAL L? 21 3056 | 2839 | 7070 | 7434 | 9810 | 17661 | 9526 | 24208 | 18434 | 19432 | 20921
Kol 2 n| 2958 | 3627 | 7065 | 14552 | 9125 | 6441 | 15292 | 18253 | 15904 | 19453 | 12912
Most 25434 26032 | 30211 | 20245 | 23635| 12351 | 15112 | 42352 | 41527 | 38513 | 35399
Liberec 5585 | 7395 | 8361 | 11842 | 10606 | 11087 | 10388 | 12749 | 18844 | 15500 | 16687
Zdroj: vliastn?2 zplrNaB,ov280n122 n a
Tab.5:St av zahranil n?2ho z8kl| ardengihon &cahp i (tv8 |l mi lvieo rsd celr
2000 | 2001 | 2002 | 2003 | 2004 | 2005 | 2006 | 2007 | 2008 | 2009 | 2010
||\:/| : Is? g: 2465 | 2467 | 4902 | 4819 | 5079 | 9502 | 4132 | 5178 | 5785 | 6558 | 6303
Kol 2 n| 1058 | 1470 | 3777 | 11062 | 11018| 14269 | 14461 | 14403 | 10051 | 10511 | 10577
Most 19152 | 19027 | 16363 | 13319 | 14468 | 7377 | 6034 | 31686| 8716 | 10494 | 10407
Liberec 4457 | 5605 | 6667 | 7485 | 7193 | 7537 | 10996 | 10689 | 15112 | 14532 | 14569

Zdroj: vliastn?2 zplrNaB,0v280n122 n a

Spolelnost TPChceh9DA2 gal ofkhadm2m kapiote002 m ve \
dogljeehlo navTl gen?2 Investice TPCA serdjedila vi Klls.t u zahrani |l n2ho
v okrese wbou letech,v oce 2003 vzrost|l stav zahraniln2ho z!
roku 2001. Dal g?2 n§r T ste 200%, fxdy bydal TuP CIAZ es paudz Mame nval t
Tento3®% n§r Tst zahranli §anttihoj ikatpDt BSiusuzevat viivu
roku 2007 investudredenPCAz aphSiasnpiflinavhloc &k apDO 8| dWoy

kviraznhDj g2mu odlivu kanpaintl8nl2u,krciozge,l zael ep Si |s?nt2afe
TPCAna5Inl d. K| . PSi pohledu mlkkesuKbvéjp ¢el hauw® n®I ¢
pohybu reinvestovan®hoviiaknl m wigSkyawzki., Woichges
nutn® vypmwosE®memseasto vykazov&n2m investice po
podle faktick® Hykmddizabygl roocdeal G@ G aB@set razvdll eam
z8kl adn2m vkladem ve vIigi 13,9 mld. KI|,2htoato i

kapi toBdsel OstravenDst o a o0 b jjomtmokies ine mier ovl NN v2ce neg z
Investice Hyundai se tak do objemu PZbk r es e-MFsf dkk pS2 mo neprom2tl a
doch&8&nz&r Tkt u zahrani| n2 hotresgi§le madgn2mod | & a piSti Slpudt v
Hyundai nal §k §n2 nr odcael g2 cOp9S ednm¥éelsdlale T s Ostavg dos po |l el
okresu-MEstd&k nicm®nND na z8kl a¢pRt,pudPd i kyv amigd o
zapolten2 i nvestM2cset ekkag ¢ kergeBsku aRrhit iaekkbdp RODSS5!S

ml d . viKdce 2809 6,6nld. K| . StejnnN tak akdse|OstevmtDst oy e sktdiec
z a hr azn8i kllna?d ndosalowapviode 008 74 mld. avoce 2009 77 ml d. Kl ,

patrn m

Me n g 2 vzg8§jemnlD porovn8van® investice Denso a Ne
firem automobil ov®ho pr TmyslLue s kkdt erre® ulbd k aclei, z onveab
znal nou | 8st sv® produkce REAal ¢dlylumdait omdlei It kak
VNDmecku | i na Slovenskate DPé@Gsoséyk8&8mkddo¥Hdnak
vpr TbNDhu n8sl eduj?2c2ch | et wvgak byla investice
pozitivn2 viivimadpbteobi 1Zzi2 dpS2regi onu, nel ze
zvol en®ho zpTsobu zkoumg&n2 dostatelnim zpTsobem
vyugit2 sofistikovanhj g2 choksrteast i MadtckTsd dnled whioc
okol o des8&§t® pS2| kypSielziivuokPrZels.y,J ezdnnfBingsdej stkesdtya vo |

rel ati v b enigesuplalt .S 2 k prTmysl ov® obl ast]i S povrc
pr TmysiNgm.bn?2 a chemic8®letgwlogtae s kyn proghyinikhace a
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dochkz2st I m f Y%z2m, akvizic?zm i odgtBDpen?zm, kter
kapi tréggionru vD2 ky tomu | ze | en®,obnidngmig 2 o d helkcénivte s v 1 |
napotenci 8dat gneedievidai®m ur egi on

dn2nmej 2T znamnNj g2ch pSedpokPZEHghbchvypuvaBenwnz2n
acovnzmﬁmm%sotuvasejsh¢©0p§nspIﬁraE%eMBErham&ﬁi[ccg%t|
nSil 8e8g2ch investorT do regionu. Il nvest oSi H
j m&nils.3 pracovn2ch m2pfedpokll adsem2yvzreighiu , daslpp?
tis2c pracovn2ch mxs$tvaund o d agsmifelbkgaenihccih Sfia hr cetne
lze vpS2padhN wuvedenlTch investpiSi hp ®eldruyoskiimsdka vy b rzavr |
investiln2zm akc?2m &tbteprsad(GHNACE 29)u Bubjekyb i dov | e n ®m
odv ibtdwe2b 2 a apab el em vy ko nz8nvag nni2® snvn® gIsHﬁufd akt odhopdoanveantt e
je, vi ogi ck® snaze 0 m|n|maI|n22arﬂ:0uva®pr2a:\?m12czhvlrg§
konkurenceschopnosti, pSi Takmwadnn @ ohznintjeieskii2¢hnoz val |
by se na solned mvan/® orvengi mRDl a projevit. Vzhledem
i nvest idtrt2m akocuevi sej 2 c? CoO nejugg?2 vymezen? regi
regi omniTc,chgv je situov8na sl edovcelagostinoveskiult @y nagk
kdys e potenci 8l n?2 ep 0 & jpeS& MM o rivintversd & gre®mue al e pr
sekupS2 klegdwnw sousedn? m.

Je
pr
b1
ne
ag

Komparaced o pasdTovnat el nT ch narnevgeisotniShinnfte 88akesdl a jedno
z8vDry. Za@ipmdlO okresu Kol 2n s e i nvestice TPCA
akr 8t kodobnN skokovh vychTlila ulbazsdtugleen tnrehzeph
oudr giteln® zmbhDnn, kter8&8 byl a pSedkomparbe&jiem® m ¢ e
investiln2ch akegyij onheMPiritegkeksdeaii nwesticdopBv2 |
nastupuj2c2 ekonomick® krize za brzd2c2 faktor |
Nutno vdgak podotknout, ahh&j) emae poizddj Hy medaiTPICY
vyl oul em&sl|l gédujv2c2ch | etech bude jej?2 aktus8lnD
P&iompar aci dvojice meng?2ch i nvegienech Libefec & Moatk c 2 1

bylzj i gt DnTvidvooggdon@l n2ch ujkekz@t ledbdolttr hui pvElBec n
PSestoge tlgegpochypymyeso Scky st ovkyneporydcyo vwne? cwhl vne?jsit
ukazatel T trhu pré&ce atfl@ghtDonypwvdktaizhl®h zmidmo s & $dSh
spat @dnakamigracor acovn2ch si fuktzaciz @ mdD s tonsat mgplo@mh Kk T,

ale i omezog n 2 virn®bny saouwvi sej 2c? rugen? pracovn?2ch

Moghedy pouze spekul avatT,becdqg jiamk@smiry, nlDj akd v
na vivojhrediska,tezhu pr&ce, mhdIly.

Get Seblagtivivuz ahr ani | n2 | evokacptSe Il m¥ uakiaehamali n ®Bd o ka
vregionunen2 tak trivi8lnhazgtegttoeshtedjak8§se mImTge
kurlitTm pozn§n2m, znpiTcsno®nud vvyzkhal zeodve§rm 2 k edan® met o
vybranTch SagilordTa,l gédlcd if aktor T, krntegi® nwd gul zmam
ovl i vRuj 24,8 dooyu cree lzyalug 2 mat | edniorwneaskoegli pSBhdkaska
idal ¢g?2 i nv byytvi gcdey, [toyk aheéenmtviSsalh®mv r eignejeon uedy( okr es
vevykazovanTch statlstik§ch z a cN\hi yccre@neyB |, av gréecrh?n yt d dy
vihrady byla anahbt & zRZnadvikatidod at &ath@mei | n2 ho ka|

viegionu nepodgk dralz®e| eere@®rhie,dearzrkal it za pSekvapu.
SouhrnnB 1| ze kpnstatovnaat,ngveojporseugzioovn§'[n2navI1}r4rvcuvnF
svzzelnl m. Get Sen? t®to obl ast.i vyvol alo v2ce o
podrobit zm2nDnou problemati ku n8sl edn®mu girg?2n
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Anot 8ci a
Priame zahrani |l n® invest?2ci et onamdapblafi mijesthehma svo
I

aregion8lneho rozvoj a. ch pozit2vny vplyv sa pt
Hospod§8rska politika makba] chakyp®h tbdpdR@yespgomch e S|
prostredn2ctvom investilnTch stimul ov. Aj keN
di skriming8ciu zahranilnlTch alebo dom§8cich inves
nastavenlich krit®plhajSktab® mask Gihentkoom sptri2ssupl eovnk
zhodnoti S stav priamycbhgizam§lameHhwmT bhub ®@lvestd mErc
obyvatmednak StakarSa regi on§

I nu e k o n Blovenskkj“republikev e r g e n
Predpokl| aa®&dneel ngye rregi on8l ny stav priamych zahr
vplyv na ekonomick¥%SHbfenskej §8ciepubkgkenoWwnalll z
potvrdila.

KO%|l ov® sl ov§ 5
Priame zahrani | n® invest?2te®a(PEkpj  -nedllUdss8I hy F

Annotation

The foreign direct investment to acquire its significance, especially in the field of local and regional
development. Their positive impact is reflected at the local as well as at the national level. The
economic policy omany states, including Slovakia, is inclined to the active support of the investors
through the investment incentives. Although the international agreements in principle do not allow
discrimination of foreign or domestic investors, the different treatroéien clear from the set of
criteria that an investor must meet in order to receive these incentives. The aim of the contribution is
to assess the stock of the foreign direct investment and regional gross domestic product per capita and
to point out the egional economic divergence in the Slovak Republic. We assume that the different
regional stock of the foreign direct investment will have a significant influence on the economic
differences of the regions in the Slovak Republic. This analysis confirmadsounption.
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Pri ame zahrani | n® invest2ci et on andaopbl@stil mipsthehcma s v o
aregi on8l nehozirto®zvwnoyj av.pllycvh spao prej avuj e tak na mi
prostriedkom Zabezpel uj %ci m transfeeg tpchapl ey
kzvygovani u kvalPirtey rergac mmyn esj¥% spirliyame z & ®r anivl n®

sY| asnosti sa z dtvodu objavuj¥%cich sa ob8v str

AAf taedi ®t or1 predstavuje ak¥%si starostlivosS o

najd!legitej nN8strojestor abpast? pbdpostal ikwmg

pr2padne re nymi firmami a zvIigenie subdodS§
t

admini str a
rozvojaz@ua

probl ®mo v, zvygovani e omf ort

gi e
gi on§l

Zvnych ) / kom

$ lolvg h p adprarna prlir orbanzZigdie gkap8c2 2001 ge
®

Priame =zahraniln invest2cie mogno diferencova s
atrakt2vnym vstupom pre investora jemAGraespEj al
sa s n2m mnoho vihod poskytovanlch hospod§8rsko
faktory vystupuj % napr2klad daRov® ¥%Oavy a mnoh
FieldiAi doch&8dza k odk¥peniu agpaeisda\kicehoves
kapacitn® ako aj i n®. l nvestor n8sledne vyug?2va
mognosSou zvigenia kapac2t a n8sledn®ho expando
AJoint Venturef, ke Q@goech§draobkoolugzVvastnenTct
vystupuje domS8ci podni k so svoji mi sk¥%senos Sami
kapitsg8l ovou sil ou, vyspel ou technol  -giou a znal

zisku, prost edn2 ctvom ktor ®ho tieg m!gu pokryS pr2pac
akviz2zcie, fYzieyahrlazndea ckerndmy icéhh apr] &kve W 8 e | Z01v08)

Hospod§rska politika mabal]chagpgt btpfrRiavesbromhk e 2 Gh

prostredn2ctvom investilnlch stimulov. Aj k eN
di skriming8ciu zahranilnlTch alebo dom§cich inves
nastavenlch krit®ri?2, ktlor ®1 mius 2 s ti inmSohgemskej d s ptl al
republikepr evaguj % mal ® a stredn® podni ky, prilom |
objemu investzcie, a tak s¥% to mnajleastiéjndicd =zal

prospech (Kincl, 2003

Ak o mn o h 2 z8stancovi a priamych zahrani |l nTch ir
predovgetklim na pozit2va s ni mi sYvisiace. Medz
alebo spillover efekty, parkoos t aje dZ lae p gN&BY adrui es ap ovd
vyjadruj ¥% svoj negat?2vnly. Apgsutmejnt kj popketdovgei i
ng§rokov kladenTch na verejn® financie a zaSagov
postoj vI §dymulkyt opros ktyiteutjoe sat t Tm vIastne diskri mi
chc¥% z2skaS tieto stimuly, musia vynalogi S urli
va|l gine pr2padov nie s¥% schopn2 zabezpeli S (Karp
Mnoh® doposidaOnemmdnrotreonz®& oj a | i rastu, zal al i b

oenvironment $If ®yr waasl poe kutd rag agfutn@no®hSy mlo&Zkvao)j &, 2009

Materi §I a met - da
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pr2spevku ] e zhodnoti S gteggv op8iaemgaoh he:
dom8§ceho pr odukptow knflknaaSby e gt e ®81 au e k oSlovemskej k ¥4 di v
republ i ke. Z obsahov®ho hOadi skanill n§nbk iavaly
aregion8l neho hrub®ho dom8ceho produktu na obyv:
stavu

Ci eOom

anal Zdgkument ovan2m

dom8ceho

region8l neho r ozav d4rao vmaP SWpSe kilsldd8 me, ge rozdi
priamych zahranilnlch investz?2cidi bude ma$S viraz
v Slovenskej republike.

Pri hodnd¢ i acom procese bol i vydggiat ®s tjit@an@ avdS®@h yna i
vipol ty. anplrza cseatieavaliverostret sof t v ®r ul G0ldAaTjleS TpirCeA an al
bol i z2skan® z ofici8lne dostupnl cah tdartoijsotvi cN8erh
S ovenskej rRpabdli &go Y &D® Soib2@08.bi e rokov 2004

Vi sl edk a diskusi a

PodOa wWdajov N8rodnej banky Slovenska s% najvy

hlavne zZk r aj 2 n
republ i ky,
rad?2 me

Ma Nar s k a,

spol

pri amyedi on&hneahobl nH rc
produktal elovabywmatobhddénbyy apnéeéspej edi fer

Eur topvploe jaldothmined s &« a Ne Rak kiaka ,Tal i anska,
Fr an ceWdzzkia , n aB evl2gligcikcah as vleu e

spol ol nohgme zUPAr p rcdhBtdrzead /Zcet v o m ol nost

v Holandsku ade o podiky ako US Steel, Dell, Whirlpool, IBM, HP, Johnson Controls, z Nemecka

ako podniky Siemens, Volkswagen,Systems
spopbVvadsmi z C
Kia Motors, Hyundai Mobis a n@ot t i,e2083p M8 va| gi e
invest2ci?2prizamynselemaj oviodokey vi ¥ et

t o

zahrani |

nT ch

Czi

z
€,

Franc%zkCd tR®%& nRe Ad eatt el
napr 2kl ad

ako

Y a zsank,i |,
hodnoty

projektmezmapthbat eOadi ovmpdlyny sila@kwmjoma kklaj i ayt

nN8sl edne potvrdzuje aj naga anall za
Tab.1St av priamych zahranilnlch invest2cii za
N§zov / Rok 2004 2005 2006 2 007 2008 2009
SLOVENSKC REPL16068 28319968 32525517 331 29 057 987 36 226447 | 36 469 023
Brati sl &As kT 10501894 1153904416021 883 17 912 606 23 879 097 24 169 988
Trnavs@T) kr aj 1445521 3538 194| 2 804 454| 2 960 833| 3 251 024| 3 439 328
Trenl i a@rB)ky kin 742456 | 908549 | 1060 736| 1401 266| 1628 475| 1734913
Nitriansky kraj(NR) A77 546 | 537518 | 1025106| 1165231| 1399 116| 1 467 286
Gil i ns() kr aj | 729303 | 1028403| 1433639| 1991 923| 2195 419| 2 078 715
Banskobys(@BB)i clf 391070 | 407900 | 519696 | 756 268 | 876524 | 891 499
PregovgPO) kr aj 230503 | 237956 | 246042 | 223320 | 363904 | 425039
Kogi ckKE) kr aj 1549991| 1770 761| 2 405 775| 2 646 541| 2 632 893| 2 262 255
Zdr oj : NBS, definit2zvne %daj e, [ onl ine

Naj vytga v

kraji a predstavovatakmer 67% stavup r i a my c h

je mogn® podr ob n ePp Biatslavskimdkrag Savse Ok Tamh . ddst up om
Tmmav s kIl Kr aj s 9 9%, za ktoriTm nasledoval
zahranilnlch investz2ci? prichs8dzaj Y%cich na
zahrani |l nlTch iPhnegotvskil2 kd a@s i, a fk delten1® stavuprachycle |

zahrani | nTpclhy nivhcviecsht 2ca e B hpwHmEakega Sn a

v objemePZI sa prejavovala aj metodikac h

i nvest2ci.i
priamych

zahrani

na

v, plotl a u§ v
zgRImadBer asdidll avpodoifke, 81 nei
| nTch i

nves

uvsg§dzal

t2ci 2.

viraznich
2|l ev

a pr

pr i amy cihn vzeashbracnilidl|sredHoend & rvia nw Bratislavakamb 2

ziarhw eapnti §l mikiecihc h  n a

164

S|l ove



Sbornzk pS2X¥IlpnNwkeTz i kol§kvimdané gi on 81 n 2 ¢ Waltice D8 & 2013

Tab.22Hr ubT dom8ci pr ovbelkinl rd zaki@nSRaEWEIR)a

N§zov / Rok 2004 2005 2006 | 2007 | 2008 2009
SLOVENSKC REPUBL| 8391 | 9154 | 10203 | 11387 | 12381 | 11609
Bratisl| éAskIl kra| 18958 | 22270 | 23784 | 26918 | 28542 | 28443
Trnavs@T) kr aj 8852 | 9896 | 12427 | 13675 | 14197 | 12928
Trenl|iafiB)ky kraj| 7770 | 8081 | 9537 | 10503 | 11220 | 10265
Nitriansky kraj(NR) 7416 | 8126 | 8756 | 9509 | 10495 | 9928
Gilins) kr aj 6793 | 7537 | 8270 | 9553 | 10790 | 10038
Banskobys@®B)i ckl 6910 | 6565 | 7537 | 8450 | 9330 | 8425
PregovgpO) Kkr aj 5022 | 5385 | 5583 | 6259 | 7268 | 6654
Kogi ck®E) kr aj 7392 | 7721 | 8599 | 9362 | 10194 | 9022

Source: Gtatfisnliickd] Yr[adi tSR18.04.2012],

Najvyggie hodnoty hrmjeh)@gbbyvmmm@@cheol kprvaed d48tTug k e 2
Eur bolo mo@r&tslisd howws&k® mv kr aj i, | o omwlwubom o ag
dom8§com produktSR(viacavanH.¥ymsane@anasl| edoval Trnavskl
hrub®ho dom8ceho produkX28 nEurob ylvoat prOad sdtoasvi cavha |ac
cel kovom hrubom dom§c o8R. pkotordeutk?t en anjal eopbgy?v ast & Olmive
kraj, ktorl dosicehcklovi®@thdnohtrw b®& o %dem8§ceho prod
Najni ggia hadnamahraeaofoarvs kom kr aj i vo Vvigke 6 665
predstavoval o pma bdeljlnev &m Rt poamedom8§8R M produk
Obr.1:Zhl ukovanie krajov podOa stavu PZl za Sl ovens
Tree Diagram for 8 Variables
Single Linkage, Euclidean distances

40

3Bt

30t

825-

5

ézo-

g

'515.

10

5¢

0 I |I 1 I| I 1

KE PO BB ZA NR TN TT BA

Zdr oj : NBS, vliastn® s
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Obr.22Zhl ukovanie krajov pbe®al cegcem8thn e SIDFPVenNs

Tree Diagram for 8 Variables
Single Linkage, Euclidean distances
35

30

25

8

g 2

.é’

§15

10

5 | |

0 l l l 3| l

PO BB KE ZA NR TN TT BA
Zdroj;Gt at i stickT Yrad.SR, vl a

Region8lna ekonomick8 divergencia |je viditeOns§
jednotlivlich sl eddkowiad zottazuje @br.aebe2) r kvl ea Br ati sl avs
vytvs8ra virazne izobbvdwnéichsksbpedavaknglaegsoOkplam a me
odstupom nasledujerTn a v s K | k rabi d(vtoackhi spg eor avmet r oc h) . Mi er a
krajov jdeOarlszI[eadop/can®ho parametr a. Vyggia miera
HDPna obyvanegOaPZI . Na z8klade takto vykonanlct
jednoznal ne ptrv2r|diinS, ¥ gseYavialdsel gos Sob dej mhpndaj i gpol
ktorT ich rovnako det er nvidangjjeein Yknaa | jgeo ua rmanlall 24 & ome d
pr2rastkov, resp. Ybytkov. Toto vgak bude pr edme

Zhodnoten2m stavu pr i aanyecghh omaH rnaerhiol rhircuhb ®hrov edsotn?§

obyvateOa bolo mogn® na =z8klade zhlukovej anal
vsl edovanom obdob? virazn% dominanci u. Toto dor
vs %l akdeassi ¢c kT mie gti @nrgil mmiho rozvoj a, hl avne | o sa
Christallera, na ktor % nadviazal J. Friedmann
ekonomickl rast krajiny mtge byS posilnenl hie
regmi-.n Posilnen2m hierarchick®ho syst®mu miest v

| o nezaruluje dosi ah(®labodaz0 0j6e;l aBYes § ckkiBd haediodke nc i e
Maieri T © d t, 1998). g

Rozhodnutie d ok al i z§cjid VvV neeksdadrd ezal ogen® predovget kT
porovnam2mi s konkuren|Tdndenlcolaalkarnaaanytcth§ cd &hr ani
invedb2aom}) vyspelejg2ch regi-nov niad ej eajl dmTrho bk
Eur - pskej Yani e (Kéadami §j nANG @ 6t1r 2e)nadtyu ldiol bud¥Yacnost
priaznivo. Aj napriek deklarovanej snapeo s %v a S i ndvoe szta?ocsitea lveijagc? c,h r egi
realizovan® krokwpkmé&r nedpmt at RUp® aarValsztnag nace r ¢
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| asS invest2ci?2 pritom prich8dza bez pomoci gt 8t
a na z8padn® Slovensko, | oejpoktavmrkdyz ugl¥oRaE n sokfa cd §p

Literat %ar a

[1] BLAGEMRegion§l n2 vivoj a region§ln2 politika: |
Sl kora, Tdor gteidc Y® pr 2 st u,Prrhauniverzitaiadogan2013mpe ogr af i
120-146.

2] BLAGEK UHLCT ,Tebri e neédr@i orno8zZlvoj e: N § s t Araha; kriti
Karolinum, 2002’ 5 5
[3] BELANQW C I nvest2ciregzamieni ke Ommos S i nvest2ci 2 ;

priemyslu vSlovenskej republikeE k 0 n 0 mi ¢ k2012 voh&D,n@.2, 3p.16986.

[4] HEL KOMIECHAPL CKOVG,veaA.ovs ekonomika a medZzin§rod
vyd. Pre@ow:s k 8vPureignddez i t a

[5] HUT TMANORE,C SYNL CK Minensions for evaluation of sustainable development
and human developmenrt Jedlicka, Pled.)Hr ad ekcd&km®o nei c K Hdage 0RO 81 o0V
Gaudeamus, 2009p. 204-211.

[6] JEGKQWC JEGEKPodni kanie a jeho komunBwda a re
Bratisl ava: , 2BLULROKC¢DEX

[7] KARPAT, APodstata a szn~am i Znbvoersnt2ikl n4 cime sz ii Mmurl wdr
konferencie Ekonomickl Bratidavac i ¥y apk§ ogko|] a SE kv
managment u ver ej0hejonlinetpf 8vy. 18.04. 20127 . Do

<http://crr.sk/data/files/zbornik2011.pef

[8] KINCL,M.Invest | n2 pob2dky | akoPrdhatimdm aké SGejaad®| sodpor

[9] KOTULIC, R. Foreign direct investment and their influence on economic growth and regional
developmentN§ r 0 d 0 h 0 s p 0.@® wok 4;iss2Ipz 15-L5.

[10] KOTULIC, R. i ADAMISIN, P. Economic Effects of the Foreign Direct Investments
Management on the Development of Slovak Regionsl n : , K.l G2mto¥ lgeds.) XV.
Medzing§rodn? kol okviumSbmr melgi qBB8:IsMe32aykove.v NDd § ¢ h
univerzita,2012,pp. 288-295.

[I1]MAIER, G, T¥DTLI NRegiFon&l na a ur b aBratislavaiEldTA81938k o n o mi k

[12IROTTI ERSION&Lhr ani | n® invest2cie aDiipcthomowl8y vprga
Pregov: Fakult &r mg2#Bgment u PU v

[13] SLOBODA, D. Slovenskoa r egi on8l ne rozdiely: T e 20061 e , re
[online]. [cit. 2013022 0] . Dostupn®
<http://www3.ekf.tuke.sk/re/Disparity%20a%20perifernost/Regionalne%20disparity/Slovensko
a_regionalne_rozdiely.pdf>

[L14]NBS. Pr i ame zahr an,i POA2®[ onhvesed2ci pcit. 18. 04. 201
<http://www.nbs.sk/sk/statistickedaje/statistikaplatobnejbilancie/priamezahranicne
investicie>

[I5GTATI STPRKD 8Bgi on§l 2042 HD®nl i ne] . [citz 18.10.
<http://portal.statisticsk/showdoc.do?docid=1804>

Pr2spevok vzni kol za podpory pA/23ektu VEGA 1/ 054

167




Sbornzk pS2X¥IlpnNwkeTz i kol§kvimdané gi on 81 n 2 ¢ Waltice D8 & 2013

DOI: 10.5817/Z. MUNI.P21®%257-201320
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AUTOMOBI LOVEHOSBRSMYLR V PRS
HOSPODCFi KRREZE SE ZAMM BMNTM CK

KRAJ

ECONOMIC PERFORMANCE RESURGENCE OF THE
AUTOMOTIVE INDUSTRY IN THE CZECH REPUBLIC DURING THE
ECONOMIC CRISIS, FOCUSING ON THE USTI REGION
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Katedra regi on 81| re3 Department Regional and Local Development
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Anotace

PS2sphNvek se zablTv§ mognost mir evgyiuojn &12n 2¥%daan afl 1pzoed.
byl a ekonomick8 vikonnolseslk@trenbb I ioveoad dp bB miy s ¢
hospod§Ssk® krize

pomRNrovl ch ukazatel T. C2lem |1 8nku | ehopdSrecdcset na?v e r
postaven? prTmyebbwvhe&hmiaekeoM2slIwdky vlIastn2zho g
sveSejnhN dostupnlmi statistickImi zdroji.

0
Vyugity byly nejdTlegitnDjg?
h

Kl 2] ov 8§

sl o
ekonomi ck 8

vV a
vikonnost, automobilovl prTImysl, hosp
Annotation

The paper deals with the possibilities of usomgporateaccountingdata in regional analysisThe

aim of the study is to analyreonomic performanacaf automotive industrin the Czech Republic and

the Usti Regionduring the economic crisis.There was usedthe most important indicatorefom

corporate accountig, including financial ratios. This article aims shownot muchused methodso

far to assess thémportanceof industries in the regional econom@wn researchresults were

compared withthe sources of official statistics

Key words
economic performarg automotive industry, economic crisis, the Usti Region

JEL classification: R11

Probl emati kou regyi dgrl%@UTm/?eajjr@ndir$maroint§lmé ekonomove@
zjinlch oborT, naps. soci 8l nz geografi e, soci ol
di sparity patiSékwegmeoxkamlemvpgajemT m rveeg isopno§jlenn??2 pso |y
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a regihoon&lBoppepa® postupy mohou blTt dle n8zoru a
na poli strategick®ho pl &8novg&§n2z na centr 8l nz ||

Studium ekonomick® vIikonnost.i firem patSilo dop
ekonoT Ekonomi ck § nlaiptSer &t 51 a ngerbivigd 2i00Ho nekbou B2 G
vihr aamlvs mmeRSemmi ck® vikonnosti |jedbghoatpeldini
t Dchto vIistupmajjistoed GmEaaréeensi mpiot Setbiufj 8 Sznskt efal
m8 konkr ®t n2 spolelnost.

Jig opodlovh®y devades§tlch |let se t®matem finan]
soukrom® spmll ed thnriose ik ornvomi ck®ho poradenstvz2. Na t
da ab§z firem o'l seathnu?jcthc 2 z §Adiarjieeki evep alidnfacht 2pr az
region§|n2mi anal T zami zal ogenT mi na Ydaj2ch po
Centrum pro region8ln? rBa 2nMm¢, NdvI 8 K a ray kioevSyDchrai v2elr
anallzy hodnot2c2 detailnh vikonnost prTmyslovIl
z8)j em tak® org8ny region8l n?2 samospr 8vy. A tak
Vysolina (napS$. KonelnlT, Osman 2008).

Taki®esklT statistickl %Sad a Ministerstvo prTmys
zamNDSen® na hodnocen? prTmyslovich odvhDtv? pros
2012). Tyto vistupy ovgem obsahuj2 Ydaje pouze z

Vsou| asnosticovs8en?2 mp r e
vsouvislosti  egi on8l n2m trh
udrgiteln®ho rozvoje regi

h finan]| n2Rch ana

zabTvsg VIizkumn®
SadUhabemzi(tVIYCERR
en® databsg8ze pr Tn
na

giong8l n2c
em pr8ce
®s T2 p
VoS

| 1 8neBzayahk systematlcky t
publikovan® vistupy zamNSen® pr Tmys| (Kout
vbsteck®m kraji (Hlavsglek 2009).

Czlem pS2sphNvku je pombaiapempr}/Tshifjndnlhakl@
zLSPbvissl edky vliastn2zho getSei}ezantodez®h®dr ak. Yl

aplikov8na na jedno prTmyslov® odvDtv?2, pSil emg
Vzhledem komu,ge LSB vych§gz?2 | §8stelnhD ze statistickTl
zpravodaj skTm jednotk&8m a | 8§stelnhD ze statistic
budou 1igit.

LI 8nek d§l e pSedstavuje regi omydIndv Ipcohhol leedbw ftav 2j e
hospod§&§Ssk® krize. C2l em j e rz8hmocd n oatuitto mpdds tl aoweRrh2o
L R.

ako zdr oj

Pl etn?2 jz&oWr Eg vsoalado wHrexe nN uzn§vanlimi Y% etn2z2mi z
Dodr govg8n2m tRDchto principT je zarulena vz§8jemn
Yal et ni ctv? rTreb&® sepjueki Te Ysou obecn® %l etn
(Sedl 8l ek, 2005) .

bl et n2 z8wIDe klyegks®ul egest avovagt ppvBwnyck® osoby

a fyzick® osoby, kter® jsou jako podnikatel ® z
z8konP&kku 21991 i Vel k® novredkyu Obxth®ding hhw %IS&ktom2
pS2stupn®navelBrajnokitch nseudecbv@& werzi Sb2rky |
obchodn2ho rejstS2ku.

bl etn2 z8vDrku dle z8kona tvoS2 n§sleduj2c?2 vika
A rozvaha (bilance),
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A vikaz zisku a ztr§8ty,

A pS2loha, kt er 8 vysvDiDt| ujrevazae dao pvl TRkuaj zeu i znifsokrur
Pl etn2 z8vDrky nab2z2 celou Sadu %dajT o dan® fi
vliastn2zm kapit8&8lu a d§le takr@b®Whm8Rki ad@éthoaold
zpravidla tvoS2 b2z mMhkoadnden df Sme m§ &rd oakdennt. m Ks | edov
ukazatvellklaneuz zi sku a ztr 8ty patS2 vikony, vikono

mzdov® n§klady, visledek hospodaSen2. Rozvaha ne
ZiigtNDn2 m2ry zadlugen?2 firmy ha dZamzxir dawvartya iPrbf2
z8vDhDrky obsahuje ¥dalj O prTmNDrn®m pSepolten®m po

Jednotliv® absol utn?z hodnottyv2pr ojmdonm| dBy Shny gde

relac?2, pSilemg tak jsou vytv§Seny tzv. pomnir
PomNDrovl ukazatel TwatratktmeziizugeNDwma8pemagkami Yl
jejich pomhRrT. PougTvs8hejpbmpPparkoivikktaeRa w8 ts&luYschaj
na pol et zamDstnancT | e pro identifikaci regi

podni kov ®hsot Vg eejtm2i ct v?2

VI astn?2 get Sen2 je zalogeno na s8ensyt atklmpe ndactha b &
z8vDiDrek. VYV atsloerd®e mn 8k o| nost i poSi zovgn? dat byl
kompl etov8nypalat esabj @kDgt nsa VzhFderd@ ® ma, vy g g Sm.da f
neplfs voj i z8konnou povi nnols& ® a¥%ldet b2z KwhDrl k ys,t i me |
sestavit kompletn2 databgzi prTmysl ovich ipp@dni k1
85% Do anall2¢97vétupmyabidaj e byly zjigthRDny za 17

2 . Hodnocen2 vIikonmpodimy obutodrmo bhiolsopw

na z8kladhR anallzy dat

Prvn2zm pomRrovim ukazatelem, kterl byl pro komp
vpSepoltu na cel kowlutpalodi | pa @Ms tpm J negkpdifikecel R (s e
CZNACE).Zobr 8zku | . 1 je zSejm®, ¢ge hodnoty za aut
zpracovatel sk®ho pr Tmysl u, cog vgak ni c neS2k§
DTl egitnNj g2 je rozd?2| n§kayataeni ka ptSechodhamaktpen
kr Tstu. S22 pgtdB &wutomobil ov®ho pr Tmyslu zcel a
zpracovatel sk®ho prTmyskte pRpARO. c&bkluzeragt &lstji ¢

Agrot ovn®ifvalka eSa@d aapviliskdo st §t T EU.

Hodnoty ukazatele za automopb&"MmaxoTD pw ITarsytsr 2 hjos oque t
znaln® m2ry zpTsoben t 2 m, ge getrS@meéim Vblyk gn T:
prTmyslovich spole|lppetdej tvb&8sdtmsichke vingblyk zaa s
ni cm®nNniSahd asiz Y| et n?2 bil anC|n§vkyqueupgauJ|e§5maercgr?®h(
zbog2. Nicm®nhD pSes metodicky m2rnhD odlignl pS
prost Sedaj @t t3m, %t avk adk? kny® hda tgTerh Sz n 2 .

Ukazatel, kterT je visledkem pomRru pSidan®

znej dTlegitnNjg2ch pomNRrovich indik8torT, neboS |j
o produktivirteBpspoldeelDiwgt i ,Tento pomRDrovl ukazat

(odvRDtv2z) prTmNrnND pSingg2 jeden zamNDstnanec | e
zakomponuj?2 dal g2 vinostyr gem8ka aplyod &ge boll @ § ek & |
zobchodn?2 | innost.i pSipadg8 na jednoho pracovn?2Kk:
energie, slugby).

Dl e obr. | . 2 ] e zSeJm® ge produktivita auton
zpracovatel sk®mkopwBhypsaldd. t3tgejbnix aj apr od e | vi astr
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% etn2 pSidan8 hodnota na zamRDstnance zjigthDna u
ge do vliastn2ho get Sen? vstupovaly pouze vel k®
vi kaznictv2 LSP byly zahrnuty i meng?2 jednotky,

PonhDkud pSekvapiv® a hTSe odTJvogSPpadhN®vjastzpk ft
kl esala dva roky po sdoabt/® (81 &, a g2 0 (oSogr 20G9A nipask a.
ZjiigtnNnnl nesoulad mTge bit d&n za vinu m2Se
zpravodaj sk® jednotky, od nichg nez2skal statist

Obr . l:zaTr@mrbodej viastn2ch vIrob®&im @mr Isnysdeb L\F
aut omobi |l ov ®mletpch 200420110u L R v
5500
,I
5000 /-'
& “\. 1’, //
(2] ~ 4
S 4500 ~ = s 7 —_
= Se _o-=T 7 —— Zpracovatelsky pramysl -
= -~ y data CSU
G \\ 7/
E 4000 S < _- - — — Automobilovy pramys] -
S « - data CSU
o 3500 = === Automobilovy primysl -
M' vlastni Setfeni
£
2500
2007 2008 2009 2010
Zdr oj Panorama zpracovatel sk®ho prTmysl u LR. Mi ni s
vl astn2z get Se

Pozn&8mk&mciV vl astn2ho

get Sen?

b yh yf isrleemd otvw8onS2 vtirkgobnyy .z aU pprrofdr

a slugeb zpravidla rozhoduj2c? pod2l na vikonech.
Obr . 2 Pl etn2 pSidan§ hodnota ve zpracovatel sk
v letech 2007 2010.
1000
'!
\\\ ;’l
\‘ ",
. 200 . 77
= \\ !'I
= \ ’ Zpracovatelsky praimysl -
= \ N / / data CSU
>$ \ \_-- 'J ’
E 800 \ -t — — Automobilovy pramysl -
N \ / data CSU
= \ /
£ g
) \ .- - =--Automobilovy primysl -
~ N~ vlastni Setfeni
£ 700 ,
=
600
2007 2008 2009 2010
Zdr oj Panorama zpr&cowWMamnelssle®iso vior Pmysnys | by a obchc
vliastn2z get Se
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T konnost Basutteocnko®n | korva

Ztabulky | .1 vyplTvsg, ¢ge hodnota % etn2aup®imbon® oh®nh
prTmyslu BbDsteck®ho kraje byla po cel ® sledovane
Nejv2ce se W%daj za krajpcbl 200107 ,prSeepdokilinijzi@dpd® b o d N
druhou stranu po propadu ¥l ertoncce p2S0 0d8a nw®y khSozdanlo t ayu
pr Tmys| v Dsteck®m krajriocreTs20 0p9.o dAikttd md iyl opvrT§ c
zaznamenal nefyoncgg20086dms wtogem 20810 byl tak raza
pSidan8 hodnot aosdedamMstshanoe an®m roce20e7.laey |l a | e
tedy konstatovat, ge se dodavatBs ®Re klo®mpokeaiji pc
prezentudanomu glgddmpaStiou sv® produkcel Rakagiez @va® I anc
obdob? (roky 2008 a 20009) vi zaatme Mo bpiol sc2vi®em op r T
vbsteck®m kraji vzrostla jen vel mi m81l o.
Tab. 1: Dletn2 pSidan&uh odmodprdJomy@nszuaensiks@ m aknrcaej iv
L R letech2007#2010 (v tis. KJ|)
Pl etn?2 pSidan§ hodn :
Rok Dsteckl L R I ndex kr aj
2007 749 954 78,5
2008 555 816 68,0
2009 572 799 71,6
2010 610 974 62,6
Zdroj : g¥l 8enh?
Tabulkal 2 dokumentuje, ge o nhRNco dynami|tRjg2 a hla
vaZpadD produktivity pr 8ce byl Zaznamens§gn u )
hospod§&§Ssk®ho visledku na parfetsd ainder ameelz®hd eaLyt
i nil 70 %. R¥stedujsko¥ymstoce |inil jen 46 %, c
pSestoge vIT rralzsnttu ppSiosdputkita vi ty pr &ce, zapS2linil
prTmyss$ auljsetsivopodstatnhD sl ogitmPbgob?dynt KODP¢ tunkit sik
kompli kovanhj g2 mTge bit situag®2 madIr elys toemEK @R o
sl edovan®mu rodweNt2v0?l 0OamiepwdaSil o vikmasi at swatz,e ¢
automobilovli prTmysl PDOsteck®ho kraje, kterl se \
j egtod®2 @10 zdal ek an 8nse veydpkoyS §hdoaslp osd § Ss k ®ho pokl esu,
roku 2008.
Tab. 2: Hospondas SzsekmDsvtinsd necdeekv TanyBdme bk Pmv ®maj i a
vletech20072010 (v tis. KI)
Rok Hospod§Sskl visledek na
PDstecklIl kr LR
2007 171 254
2008 -156 102
2009 -49 77
2010 -35 194
Zdroj: Vlastn2z g

Komparace dat. SP%dajvi agt n2ho get Sen?, Watogeh®mEn&r sbh

potvrdila rozd2ly hodnot pomBRr oovbldcohb 2u kkarziaztee.l TNizca
konstatbV8nkugerezentovang metodadchoodono®de vz wmITkKa
opr 8vnjDenj82 pSo mo ¢ 2 |l ze hodnotit ekonomickou vIkol
republi kov® Yrovni, cog dnes neumogRuje ¢g8§dnl ve
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AnallTza prok8zal a, {JeR angt cdidoecaisilooh] ppmDmps i ch uk;
ekonomi ckou vIikonnost neg zpracovatel skl rTm

propadu vy oce 2008 u tohoto odvDnBRmAuU dqymgldlmlomﬁ Qv a
Dodavatel ® komponeob? ®% be ak®m ntheblal oyv ®rg shwdnocen:
nedok8zali dVyIpeéBl@yjathospod§Ssk® krize, pSil| emg
produktivity pmpE dgenNDv el nsir o¥a & jn P gut omobil ov®ho

kvalifikovardw pgrsoaowvznd?e tedy pravdBDpodobnhD pods
dTsl edkem nevhodnD nastaven®ho syst®mu regioné8ln
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EVALUATION OF INNOVA TION ENVIRONMENT BY VIEW OF
HIGH -TECH ENTREPRISES: A CASE STUDY OF SOUTHMORAVIAN
REGION
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Anotace

JihomoravskIl zkrmgj riychj edm2mostouc2ch regionT L
voboru informal n2cht d&clcrhinol Tobgdi n2ti orno valZ®e. cjkeo v gak |
podmtinka kter® Jihomoravskl kr aj dl ouhodobnD vyt

zpracovs8n? prvn?2 Re giwn88mcni2 Liensoky®a | knteepru8bt! rinakt peognn oe
odstartovgn? dal g3 elpiokdpgdrubak pbdnbky2a.nSragig? p
probl ®mT, je analldmap$ngpAwnRku ikmjgv av Ine2thro pprootset nScei
rozvoj zpohlddahigh®rc,h firem, kzpl gt BatBap2moc®®ho get Se

Kl 2] ov8 slova ~
hight ech odvDtv?2, Inkvagpe, Jihomoravsk

Annotation

South Moravian Region is one of the fastest growing regions in the Czech Republic and also in
Central Europe in the field of information technology and scientific and technological innovation.
This growth is partly due to the conditiotisat the South Moravian Region has created. The first
impulse for the development was the processing of the first Regional Innovation Strategy of the Czech
Republic, which helped to launch other supporting activities. However, as enterprises encounter in
their activities to anumber of problems, the aim of the paper is analysis of perception of the
innovation environment in the region, including the potential for development and barriers in terms of
high-tech companies, as determined by the qualitativeesurv

Key words
high-tech industry, innovation, South Moravian Region

JEL classification: L52, O32

A hlediska postavend? ekonomi ky v glob8I n2m pro
technol ogicky n$echn® dakt®v 9zjetny .( hTiaggho odv RNt vz zp
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ekonomice celou Sadu pS2znivich efektT, jako |
aproduktivity a vysok8 g®Sen? npozict?(,Ros t|lh%ereix 2Ld B
Sinovacemia high ech odv Dt v2 mi je nerozdhRDlitelnD pojenl

kt erTpossd edn2chrBetech egtah8lvn2ho r oz v(®kpkan vel mi
2002, Ryan, Giblin 2012).

Jihomoravskeé| ra@midis t du2 pBrt Bl mvi Les k@L R)eplud | i kyt Se
Evropy kdynamicky se ozv 2 jf ejgi ohifm, c o gWakauhkalet8alf2912i, sBtluadjikea a
Uhl 2 Se ( 2Wiot6ur kiye b(o2 0 0 9 )konkurericeschépnost adnw | h? pot enc
regi oL R.V

Kvalitn2 inovlahomorpavossk@nedkr aj i vgakSedsvani kb
Jihomoravs® hloajes i j i g pSBddo vEsvtruoppesnk ® d,nigee ubdideo®ito vva |
Az8padn2chhn regionT bude kb e @m® ha s ppa § Ssrko®hl

asnezamDst e kaizvapS2]inNn® mimo |jin® i vlive
FIl extronics a dlouhodob® ijpadtnm® soi tsutarcait ewga if, i rkml
pSipravit naevbhes bBoB fon&T2 wmsomh Scowaatt |iinmvreosstto rwl
avzdiDl 8vac?2teachmaltogiucky kng&§rolnTm obor Tm. Tat o s
protoge souviseliai Bosl &l kapbu§iem & nejabyul oval
byl o vhodn® Ni cm®&nhD od vzniku prvn? Reace on 81l n?2
2002 a thblonnan\ralvakt@@ceemtoms e tato |innost jev?
Vroce 2012 zal ala p$2 pnrzavian ojviag (ortivaret)®@y veeidtee8 R & ¢ i
origingl niz ¢iarpgo?] eln2imt k® veSejnost.i

Jelikog vgak podniky nar§g2 pSi sva@nhl hmasvn? ma
i noval n?2 hdrajpr vstesed? potog nadi Apboledu@gilpecbzvirem, Zj
pomkw2l i tdeti andhlbov®ho get Sen?z .

Met ody zpracov§g8n?

Pro pochopen? vizrdmu dpyddjt m@ hHieghvyugita definic

(d&8l e pouzAeticdg®b)sekt oj ake defibnov&konomicklch | i

produkci ve velk® m2Se poug2vaj? vyspRI® techn

doprovg8z2 vysok® n8klady buN na inovace a/nebo 1

z8§roveR vwytgr§ Spe§izd.afhlight eflc & d s @tk -ine). D&Dt ®tom o bl as:

takov® subjekty, jejichg pSevaguj 2-NACE Hightetto st pa't

sektor Seznam ek o #iechsekork tleCGR Al G En nao d082Bhkhe)g h

A hight ech zpracovagelmskba prgmmadeut i ckilocdd2uTr ob
21, VIiroba pol2talT &askupkhyorRibcKl ch26s @ul 8vsl
el ektroni ky a optkiupkingh 2B6S83st rdg.T4, 26. 7, 2
zkugebn2ch, nalvdhyap $R3«kthrpdajny ®2ebs, 26.6, VIiro
mot or T, kosmickT cihskupivaB®® a jejich zaS2zen?

A high-t e c h (;Aug‘jb;aV|zu§In2 daodadfloymadn260jnédst Li

ICTiodd21ly 61, 62iodwWi2ekum a vIivoj

Pro zjigthDn2 soul aew®hmo? Mlz.]tlphhommotfmaevcmﬁlb@lynmo@w aj i

IlnedotaznZkO\shdo)LdgedalSenElzavSenlc}ﬁoiooget/Senﬁlchrob
19.2.d0 8.3.2013.0s |l ovovan® sebi ekdtyposhw U b & B Bupsokb oul k

Lesk®ho stat.iZsel cbh®Po8%Padwbj dkt T ek diggesh cky | i
odvhRtv2 (3 08026Pzioslklbc Ipr@add tcradgtEddo)lynlyy If yzi ck®
subj ekt yd8wkpgtbtelre® nzamhDst ypokdt anembs mbBakiebylo r ov en
z2skcSniokem 693 ekonomdlc@&Hao hlishudbomdenka s Kz@&blayly Kir) aj ek t
osloveny (z toho 526 (75 %) -pmbdhok] HNeeeabhbdbmat
nebyla podle pSedpokladu pS211@ vyplkBnicohcda®n
pSedstavuj e %(8okresa BrmemB ¢t d 5), i8ni | a .58 wrukttruasat f1 4 ,e6n,
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y , ovdBp osvt2rdusk tweSlei kcoesl tkno2v ®h oo dsvolltbvoo

ni i
za reprezentativn?2,

dotazn?2k vyp
|l ze povagdgova

High-t ech odvRBtowbravsk®m kr aj i

|
t

Poloha Ji homoravsk®ho kr aRak ovues ksetn$ e ddl2o vEevnr sokpeldm pas
MaNar skem pPiol et eml immRBetng meiBp edur | uje zdej g2 h
aktivity. Nejen strategick8 palughaNdyl @ tvd k® uknar
pracoviianalPlzu | idsk®ho kta@dch §lpu aWardel 20p18)ags® by h
informaln2ch technol ogi 2 spojenlch s rozv?2jej?2c
hl avnzm faktorem |k8&hag 2 k2 anj edtonm miNi f@ktornidetemnyinanty

i novac? slknockaarbel al. 2013). Medial g2 pSednost i Ji homor avsk
existenci stratedpilalkitdh ideaz@mém@aTahijwWw zmi Rovano
inovaln2z strategi.

Koncentrace podmbDiksT ov pokl mékke jeB cimiditzvt¥e cthi gihe patr
zt ab. 1. Druh® m2 stwenkawj 2 mgel olkrodgs SBdmo podni
vpr Tmysl ovich/ podni kateRDskiDchazhnfohgc? kimBs®a | Bort
z-nModSic2ch).

Tab. 1: Vel i kost n?2 struktura pr8vnt ek cb dwokised? cphodn i
Ji homor av skB®I20201Rr aj e

EC| &t 1i 49 501 249 250 a | OneboNA Celkem
Okres
Blansko 24 3 0 12 39
BrnomNDst o 466 50 10 443 969
Brno-venkov 55 1 3 48 107
BSecl av 26 0 0 17 43
Hodonz2n 21 1 1 22 45
Vygkov 11 0 2 11 24
Znojmo 19 0 0 23 42
Ji homor a\ 622 55 16 576 1269
Zdroj: Leskl statis
Zhl edi ska struktury jednotlivich | i n n obtagti? d o mi
informaln2ch a komuni kaln2ch technologi? (ICT).
ainformaln2, pomys|Iln® tSet? m2sto obsadil vizkum
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Obr. 1: Pol et pr8vnickI ch highstoebc h p ooddnvilktavj22cobRresdch ev | i nr
Ji homor avs B®WRo20IRr aj e Kk
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Okres
m vyroba farmaceutickych vyrobkd a pFipravkid mVyroba poéitath a elektronickych sougastek
m Vvyroba spotfebnielektroniky a optickych DFI'STI’OJI.‘I m Vyrobaméficich, zkusebnich, navigaénich a lé€ebnych pl"is(rojL'J
m Vyrobaletadela jejich motor(, kosmickych lodi a jejich zafizeni m Audiovizualnia informaéni €éinnosti
Cinnostiv oblasti ICT Vyzkum a vyvoj
Zdr oj : Leskl statistickIl %S

ighet setcShe dpno2d nzi k

Zhlediskav e | i ksoukttirngé e ¢get Sen? z %l ad8BNLWB map Siem Bz6.n § v Dt
do 49 zamDshoarpcS'[ev§gn§ vDSgdmarmshoo@edh‘[k'ﬂ)/edl
podni &2 nBe 2i st SedpDtveaellkdl podrglek)paﬁd:‘.tzo me@iz d [Vledr
zhruba odpov2d§ vel itkeosh npkasrmiriuktwSej vBephkbdi gty
respondent T.

Vot 8zce, kter § ZJVQSSIV&?&VIYdja(an@C}\él'éd‘lmerlnmSG %
kl adnhin, 40,90%z§1elgay8|vnf3|rmy nemaj 2 vpla&anhO/Iv
vybudovat.Zp Nt i vel kTch firemevgmagphnyvedydnddomloyy, @1 z |

centrum. Ze stSednhD velkicovTjiremast Si yBi z finy mmy e
uvedly, ¢ge vliastn?2 vl zkmu2mmanegolojt ajTrmddoc meuhdigriecm
uvedl o 54 subjektT, ¢gel mapit myl ased? yyvi geumeamayi
vytvoSit a 40 firemni#vedlzk,umne® rae md v j OWd & ewlta g

Jedn?m ze z8kladnSpbl dmk§oe T( Biozeloj4e)KipeEht &t al
vpodni c2ch zabl-tveaqh?cakhlvsmtalnmnt@lzePkroizplmdvgazlaz
spolupracuj ? silebdpebvywig2zkamaTl ch vss t 8%5T% firem j i nT c
dotazovanlch odkdwdddsopoligracujer.Tzhd nd %ubpek
Respondenti, kteB3sbhap®@ddiNli dapinpjdzpam?? Qolt &z c
vyplLT W& nejlastnjg? s p o luu pgrk8ocl eo uj e( vngeercphonfyl df fhbrymya
k | ad n Rihou sodk®maal firmou (1538 firem),svl zkumnT m %sit myteimt me? ovesS
s p r ®hoje 8 firemz 38).

Jinld typ spoluphdaue vykxtgéw@thwegm?smﬁxﬂ%ps@ogeb|org
z8j movich sdrugen2 a jinlch s ub(jneakptS[Ze 1IRfi@)r.® pod]
odpoviRDdNDlo 94 (85,5 %), ge nevyug?2vaj?2 g¢g8dnlch
tddht o sl ugeb pro pod@eathd oi A&V dji ¥ ®2nc h kft ier @m.n NZ ak T
uvedl o pRNt subj ekdiThosnpoorlawpsrk8cm  ipnS2viad n8 m cent r e

spol upfydscakT sn ul en2 mBrtnelx hai cMad sma r ytduo jedna firmani ver z
spolupracuije ¥ oj enskim vIizkumnTm ¥%stavem. Zaj2mav® | s
spol upr 8ci se s jakojjecAKSEG St ardiems s k8u omemiani zace, kte
zv2ce neg 110 zem2 cel ®hsot 8gveNt aSpao | wmpa @R wjj & ¢ imm |
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vyhl edat a zamlkovaut chadewodad pgrof il ac?Podlekt er § z
AIESEC,online. Tat o spol upr8ce se jev? sjoad @ s\ni®h adrhd), sz
potlT kaj? s n2zkT mi praktickTl mi zkugenost mi abso
struktury firmy bez dal g2ch dogkolzomy§ médoju,e Regqgi
podni katel skl ch aktivit a prosazovs8§n?z2 g@blastichr anu
vzdDI §vgn2z, finanpodéRegipom&ldre2nsh o3 p ab&ide)lkdg§ k o mo
Czech Invest

Tak® spor1§1r[ida§rlmeebo‘podnikatelskTrcehnZi nMaith2@mmov v s k ®m
kraji pS2Poyze odeuvddlin t Bier gnsou soul §st2 takov®hot
firmy nejsou inkubov8ny andevrtetjis ofui rlelngn ylitm@eld kel eord
jsou tSi, kter® divedimgr agyekispol upvalcmn ,m sentr em,
do Biotechnologick®ho inkub8i okwb,av &hg) ffumgny) 2u
spolupracuj 2c? subj ekt .ellsekd@hao fiinrkindbi8nt Ir@g IBr thaor |
uvedly, g e Netjvasko Securityl Monitgring Clusteru ko per al n 2 odvihDtvov®
zamNSen® na obl ast bezpelbreaspteil n tCF;0 ipbdeavl ov T ¢ h
http://www.nsmcluster.cof/Os t at n2 meungegiocrdiem® i | §st i dotazn?2ku,
jsou | I enem.

Vihody |videsd%thzch | spbDt mnpaea®pormdent T, kteS2 p¢
patrnmezigehl avn2 ASpbbbdpr @e S3: firmami podobn®ho
prezentace firem na veletrz2zch, poB§dH&nt ak®zhic
uvg§dnhNly jAkeveDhgdung§jem a nhRkt orb® aslteghy &t\wez P
firmy nepokpobwv®id2ch senewdsigkaldbmeviployoti jen vel
firmgm, nezamDSUJ 2Jederez ensap prodesrttaT n|®DIva:0mrE\rnD ne
Il nkub&8&tor gije na vagem vIzkumu, al espoR ten ¢
sdnNDl ovat nej madviNDjkgp?n kweince d@aTyeho kop2rovsgn? b €

vzorcT, postupT a podobn® nelzeishefnit . j.ej OQpre
Yav Dr opvaattonma t eprve dostaneme pen2ze (na rozd?2]| 0
prot 0 g e ng8pady nel ze synchroni zovat (upravenonddj a k T mi
publi kovatel n® verze).

ZodpoviNDd2z je jabo®togsubjlekhsevh m§ sv® VTNhody I
na | em pjebovaztdokonal enBol eBohoadegdvNDM2zkznemogRL
objektivnBDjg2ho n8zoru

Dal g?2 t ®ma, d &tt ez g ktuyl&qgj\@ﬁ(v§n2bg|ﬁ®rnealnrc22chz progr
an8r ol nost administraitivye pB10 proed@m@nmmecrgt?;ﬁomymkgtu
o p e r apragfarhuopouze 29 firem (26,4 %), aito p Sest o, ge Jreglomemuoer a v s k|

kter ®m8 mmei VLR r eal i zo vOpneor an enj2vh2oc ep rporgarjaenkut T dz8 |1 e ¢
a inovace (viz obr. P hker patd}k jesinoB pagiti a snaha mT § e

Or 0zZV O] ukpajdini kPr§vnD OP Podni k§n2 m@mhDtlinopg&zea ded
d&8l e byOP uWiezdkeunm a v I OR|jLipdok ® nodracg®P a zaddhlFsvt§ma
pro konkur@ceschopnost Program Czech Investi | CT a strategick® slug
vodpovihDd2ch dvakr 8t . Tak® dvnD firmy uvedly, ge

Lesk® re@armtnin&ykompetence a programu Al Tf a. Jedn
| tySi firmy vyugily program TIP od Ministerstyv
zapojen2 do programu Mi niiGktoelresnt2v aj ep rg8acnec ea. sDovcai §rl
opakovan® zapojen2 do r §8§mcovelaER7. program T Evropsk
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Anot 8ci a

CieOom |1 8nku je pregetrenizenyslie megiet vy vsl openms
gtrukt %ry ekon @miugkTlte hnzaﬁa(édtnaqutivanatyzuj;eme pomogndexu
gpeciali z8ci e, ktorT sl eduj egneed nod g d v8&t nker ap ree jDe
zahRRa obdob2o0elir.okPrvi 20d0dr obnej gom pohOade na v
odvetv?2 sme zistilodvetsokehpbnukuumde veradéx k§peci al i
cel % SR potvrdil proces konvergencie medzi regi

KO%|l ov® sl ov§
ph 8novagmi2erava st
tr

eg ckTch dokument ov, gtrukt
heterogenity, ¢ r

rat
ukt % ekonomicklch Jlinnos

Annotation

The aim of the article is investigating whether the Slovak regions converge in terms of sectoral
similarity. Using employment data, all regions™ economy structures are analysed by the index of
specialization, which is computed specificaily each sector and each region. The data sample
covers the period from 2009 to 2011. Considering the development of Slovak regions in detail, our
results indicate the significant shift from the concentration to the diversification. Index of
specializatioron the aggregate level confirms the convergence process among the regions of the SR.

Key words
planning and preparation of strategic documents, structural convergence, index of structural
heterogeneity, economic structure.

JEL classification: HO0, R10R11, R15

ovod

Hos pod§rakkay skirupz ad ov i Ena ozl myspl pbbsomentmemnbhl ch
vposl ednl.Ph 21 @Kpdohtrlooszteinia konkuren| n®ho postaveni
aj na trhu produkcikd msai gdkd Dtr ®t speodjnv fkoyd pe i Igil d  tc
z2skali mognosS relokova$S psvoydjugkicm up ottos regmi i8d omi v
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992 mi modik leraviizainsku aTi et o zmeny podmi eRuj % aj viv
nivpetdnotl ivlich regi-noch SR

Sledovanie odvetvove] ngekolkich Vpven cadegdvakt at n ®
makroekonomi ck® goky sk gpeedtecgt@ugate dil stlTe d&k gk
vmedzi n8§rodnom prenose hospod8rskeho <cykl u. Tot
i mpli k8ci e gtrukt udl8iondegb ®k o n vhe® agdeinscki ae krajingg n o po
prech8dzaj % podobnTmi stupRamastvé vohar akt eni®z oWi
a¥t | mom p odolketVecidrg, 00lVzhOadom na odvetvie vgak v,
pr8§ce, potreba virobnlekbadakaoropespprmddag8zhaogn
Mogno tedakotnverednd® et ®? , resp. gopuedcei ad e tzeBrcmian orves
ekonomi ckT rast |dispatvtitovakge kroemgimi rc&lejaylcwibloo nsrmoocs t8il n «
blahobytytakajd i spar ity partici p8cie na pracovnom trhu.

VSR s a i mpl ememrteggdina B g ti ;itorveajl n aj politiky pl 8r
vybudovania region8lnych inovalnlich centier, RI
i n®ho analyzoval inovalnl potenci 8§l regi-nov,

viegi rnedm.h&Wkhu I noval nej politiky SR na roky ¢
projektov sa bud¥% podpor cWwd Sapdlele asmit iNeaalsgriu.j eakbtyy , s
zabr8nilo dupliciteepdojz&kt ov s g@noopdranow § moi€g dFR,l e
ktor® mtdgu RIC zalogi S spololne. Predpokl adg8me
Vo zvygovan2 mierykgpeenat BYtBemedvegd¥sdmewka uks§8g
prirodzenl viukj Y“oegoietmwooite jSIREtnaovani e gt tnej a
vkontexte podporyjeBolsw adeetv2 bolo v

1. CieO a met - -d

Cie()pm pr2spevku je prostredn2ctvoegia-nmddlzyodha
kt oprozesakcdrov, gpecializ8cia alebo diverzifil
mo gno p orzeos po.v mkBtdaminlje. z

Vpr2pade gtruktur 81 nehetkernovgee ngietnocu ,e parair|8dm meejs
prirodzene prejavom divergencienaopak, jej klesanie va s e i nt eakopkoneergerjcie. me

Krugman (1991 navr hol na meranie a6teubgenghtyui hdexe g
ovpl yvRuj ¥% dva typytogtmeudkziusmegkitndyroddw® nev @ n® =Ameny
(Palan, Schmiedeberg, 2010)h dex gpeci ali z8cie preto uprav?2me
odvetvia, ale aj sektoru ako celSHE" pok\Oan tvizfSiakhaiv a

s pp > >
Y -
(0)6)] 50 W W

kde® predstav lij e rzeagnire\sot énvaenvyjasirenej ako podiel na celkovm p ol t e
zamestnatov vr e gin,an@r edst avuj e pri emer roldvp badelkovej z a me s |
zamestnanosti8R Nj e pol et Iproelgeltyv @bowv2z a

Hodnotyindexu mo gno interpretovaS akapipoei ahazamesamhao
ktor® h greskupeh nme d z i regi -nemer fseak tdnoss, iakedaieloodkliesanietbade
naznalovaS tendenci u ku klodewvgepregcetisao §si p 8sdenk/t ohrroavnli ccl
rovon,% | o by indi koval o perfektn homogenitu, r
odveto v ¥ gtr ukt Yr u. Naopak, vysok® hodnoegi mhgu r
kt or§8 je pozprr2opvaadee,OnEen bpenljeet vridedgg et akdap@h ¢ o

sa gpecinajedondjvetiverm. Ak j e v,iphdkowafemm ppet@dmpadev r
ideopr2pad perfek(kheN &ang¢eninmoscoidej etdwnioan maagh § thzg
vtiomto regi-ne nemus? byS odvetv2m jedinlm)
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Agregovanie %Ydajov do indexu mogno p[eviesé aj
j ednoadvievt®i a. Parci 8l nyr eigmdn®HE, g e oir & | ibzuSdcei ev ypjr
priemern¥%% disparitu medzi ngdodn®boolwhogpnondBt Bt v
vy adivdrane v

L ew Nt p 5 5

sYOO,,O w
Obdobne mogno odvodi S aj i npdre2xp akqgoen cle@mit € Sicn @ e aw
konkr ®t ny mi odvetviami vgak nam&rgni maeabilityass gee,er § |
ge i ch h o d rastadmapriemexus analyzovasej premennejeda prirodzene, odvetvie 5
vgeobecne [pjiedfzeb Oadaam®asyt nanost i bude vykazova$S v
resp. kongentr§cieiShﬂIﬁ‘.rthreejtcpotnmmtom iimddeexx uupr av?zm
viznamnosS odvetvia pre n8rodne hosphO@dfrskaopol t
zamst nancov. KvantifikujemeiiBHEdvavareendex koncentr §c

QY00 Bg O ®

0w

Osobitne zauj2?2mav® by bolo identifikporviaenr@eernt@ahloT
podielu zamestnanosti ¥ | edovanl ch 0 b d oZmena ¢ u k & A BB the@abl |
indikovdor e | o kd§etvieme d zi r egi - nmi

Vpr2spevku budsamg rampstanosi @ &v st vi ach podOa revidoy
SK NACE (tab.1) platnejodrok 2008. D8tov% z8kladRu sl eduj eme
|l o n&m wumogn2 pregetri$§S, | i i mpl ement 8§cia reg
odvetvovej gtrukt Yary.

Tab.1:Zoznam analyzovanilch o dNAGEtReWleggnaekiobral) k| asi fi k §¢c

1PoOnohospod8rstvo, | es 10l nf or m8ci e a komiy
2sagba a doblTvanie 11Finanl n® a poi s S
3Priemyselng§ viroba 12Li nnosti Vv obl ast
4 Dod8vka elektriny, ply 130dborn®, vedeck®
5Dod8vka vody; | i steni e 14Admini strat?2vne ¢
odpady a slugby odstra 15Verejng8 spmpdwana
6 Stavebnzctvo soci 8l ne zabezpel
7VeOkoobmanoodo bac hod; opralé6Vzdel §vani e

vozidiel a motocyklov 17Zdr avotn2ctvo a g
8 Doprava a skladovanie 18Umeni e, z8bava a
9Ubytovacie a stravovac 190statn® |innosti

Zdroj: vliastn® spr

2. VIisledk

Prezent8§ciu visledkov anal T z)SHE #&db.2 ¢ merkd D a®lou jalmi
geanmal yzovanom obdobéndercg&&udgini odéedglie tnvoovy | Schh
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Tab.2: Hodnoty indexu SHE'za obdobie rokov 2009 ag 2011

2009 2010 2011

indexiSHE" 1,35 1,27 1,18
Zdroj: vliastn® spr
Pri agregovana? di spar 2t odvetvovej gtrukt ¥ary s

odvetvia pbr.1) ak o a | pre joer@nPrtil i & ®r &gy en 2( ®bdvedvia * t zZa
mogno odhali S virazedglkanz dat b Gehno ddeter¥2z0 sek
Anform8cie fFkAhmahnR®R8ai apoil s adWacin®, | vendeski® a
i
T

| i nM&e®zi§r oveR zwaznnaa nyeznoavlanom obdob2 posun ku di v
SR, podobne ako wv?2] gina odventevw?o.l <iagng afaekmeanmin v
zodvetvan,j elkkaowirilxh sa objavibkuvRP0oa@neTemeaoynekdh

viak mohol deopgadmii efr sbi ehaj %cej hospod8r skej kr
reagovala oneskorene na zmenyredukcii.Miery k o n ¢ e motdrv&sdctve?| v apalyzovanom
obdob?2 mognoobrplozorovaS na

Obr. 1: IndexiSHE" prejednotl v® og@gwvdOwai &l asi fi k§cie SK NACE Re\
0,90 -

0.80 - 2009
0,70 2010
0.60 12011
0,50 -
0,40 -
0,30 -
0,20 -
0,10 -
0,00 -

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19

Zdroj: vliastn® spr

Obr.2j asne prezentuje, ge viraznim procelmmen diver
Trnav8lkhskobystrickl kraj, kideed nsia tir ed migrw .z n &/ is |
gpeciali z8ci e Bradigipmskom praizvdmr ®@nd $ awskom kraj i, kde
tendenciu ani Nal g e|j gpecializ8cimi eanéemkur alstvieritpp é¢c k 8L i

v P r egkankraji.
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Obr.2:IndexnSHE'pr e jednotliv® kraje

0,03 -

H 2009
0,03 -

2010
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0,01 -
0,01 -
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Zdroj: vliastn® spr
Z8ver
V¥%vode pr2spevku sme si uviedl i dtvody Narel o |
z8kl ade anallzy vilivoja s%Whrnn®ho indexu gpecial
odvetvia &raje vs| edovanom obdob? m! g e me povedas, ge

diverzifik8cie odvetvovej gtruklen'moyyved¥vyaigha@Ans ko
doblT vawntiredich odvetviach Inborsm&kdioe ui,Fk mgind nj®s & -
poi sSbvado@tdor n®, vedeck®@i.a Gaad Isrkiac k® alj iorvn amotgin
Vysop&r ai stentn% Jgpeoail abnszs&omu krani v Vyrekok¥% gpe
20009 aj Bratnabhedblk] Ydkiralj , r ook oc h sa vgak odvet
kpri emernej gtrukt Yar e SR.

Nepotvrdilo sa n8m teda, ge by vivoyamWveegiovr§
inovaln% politiku. Vo ¢vegemrbiercmbzsarnl svalvveosjn dg e .
odvetvoveijr edtir inkotcthr yn&agogs ka2 vmyer Rovania prenos
gokov. N§rodn§ inovaf@gpe€cipalliiz§kiain cveor g 8Sahvu akd v €

naNal eyhodnhEmang8&§metom na odborn% diskusi u.
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Anotace

Znal ost n?2 ekonomi ka je postavena na inovac?2ch
hodnotu a umogRujr2e ge koonngo mmi2c kd i nredn3ztie gjive ®p rzatmd Sv ¢
region8l n?2 podporu vytvgSen2r,egranfdnNn? ma sdi szevn
konkurenceschopnost . Pl 8nov8n2?2r etga konv8® n i p a rnyo
strategi 2ch, kter® pSehisasatviuj 2nkloostdnthoelBoA o miolky

pr8vhD na komparaci regi be8§k®2 ah Si noealsk®cir epuba
regionech, kter® vytv8Sej?2 rTzn® podm2nky pro r
url it omosptododzi strategi emiSvistoategioal zpowcooad
pSedegl il chmehgyyemdSeé20dvhospod8§Ssk®ho zamhDSenz r
Kl2] ov8 sl ova

i novace, znal ostn2 ekonomi ka, inovaln2 strategie
Annotation

Knowledge based economy is based on innovations and knowledge creating high added value and
enabling high economic growth. Therefore, it is important in regional dimension to focus on regional
support of creation, introduction and dissemination of innowvetion region to increase his
competitiveness. Planning of such interventions is declared in regional innovation strategies
presenting the coordinating of the development in the field of knowledge based economy. The paper is
oriented on the comparison ofgienal innovation strategies in Czech and Slovak Republic in chosen
regions which create different conditions for knowledge economy development. Even though it is
possible to observe the similarity to some extent, strategies are different dependently on th
participating stakeholders, previous experiences, to the lesser extent on the economic specialization of
the region.

Key words
innovation, knowledge economy, innovation strategy, EIS, financing

JEL classification: R58

187



mailto:barbora.babjakova@uniag.sk
mailto:petr.jiricek@vspj.cz

Sbornzk pS2X¥IlpnNwkeTz i kol§kvimdané gi on 81 n 2 ¢ Waltice D8 & 2013

PS2 spslevekabl plgn2kminceokumenty, vytvgSenT mi na r e
inovaln2 potenci 8§l regi onu, tj . dosagen2z vygg?2
pSedpokl ady pro dal g2 ekonomickT rozvoj rmegionu
inovac2 v dan®m regionu. Projevem sebeuviDdomBhn?2

environalewlttdlire?tDodvi zcrkiGk u regi on8ln2 spr8vy v Lesk
byl vznik nejrTznhDjg2chodriBggttedicélkhchprasalollrovau

regiong8ln2ho rozvoje a utv§gSel se proces uviDdom
mNSen2 v obou zem2ch, tak jako tomu byl o v Evrc
regi oni8tlinky .poJledn2m z prvn2ch ekonomT, jeng se z
na ekonomickl cyklus, byl rod8k z Vysoliny a ekt
ital sk®mmovanee § mmovovat) pro def i nciecsi Vfyaukd 2owr8un 2 knt
pS2legitost?2 ve vgech |innostech |idsk®ho kon§gn?
V regionalistick® |literatuSe (nap$S. Blagek, 200

definice toho viznakmh®ho, ek omadmihgk @hze frozpozna
problematicgEtzkowitz, Leydesdorff, 1997)

A nejobdaerdnijng i inovac?2 popisnae®sanapSov@Osbdor st
syst®mu portoemgeti ¢idleowvDvichodi sek dokumentT
A EvropsEk omi se definuje inovace jako obnovu a r
viroby a distribuce, zaveden? zmBDn S2zen?,

kvali fikace pracovn?2 s2]y

A inovacep Sedstavuje pro Asoci aci i noval n2zho podn
finan| n2ch, organizaln2ch i jinTch mognost 2,
zdokonal en®ho produktu (virobku, technologie,
A proechRiy specializovan®ho autora na danou pr

zmNDna ve virobn2m organismu firmy

Jak vidno, nen? k dispozici jednoznal ng definic
i noval n?2 strategi e rb@dspe ktdrr &nneum $ro sdguejprégione d e

podstatn®mu jevu. Pro oblast region8ln2z ekonomil
pl at 2 nejen pro ryze komer]| n?2 sf ®r u, ale ge po

produktechv e smysl u slugeb a procesT veSejn®ho sekt ol
i nstituc?.

Posil Rovan? regi on8l mpfohdppor @z vojneov aodyvivszecje2 ¢ 3 0 U
ekonomi kou, kter® rTst je nma@aPogénnona®sechapossii
Znal ostn?z ekonomi ka soghols8I] rzzem m®yat Greu ,z mEM@jmME n
rychl osti technol ogi ckTch zniflan,zvmi@ruy 2crdi tesee kmprnekf
podm2nky nut 2i nfoiviomyatn eau sttagkl es i zachovsg8vat a roz.
ovliivnDn i cell regiong8ln2 rozvoj, kter ®ho konkt
udr get firmy a zabezp el TobyvaselsteabKkoncepty, ktd® opuchwldaodd | 2r ]
dTl egitost syst®moua®hm, pSes b ugeshalik mgdélu(Etwzkowig,o d p o r u
Leydesdor ff, 1997) , na podporu ulehlen2z tvorby,
upl atResgi2omnvgl n2 etk ®enbmii ctev 2im prreogsi on§l n2ch inoval
vytvgSej2 koordiomewvanl impS¥sacap ak znal ostn2 ekon
Region§8ln2 inovaln? strategie jsou, jako kagdTl =
sysPmu a podegneRu.v Analytick8§ | &st je podstat nc
pl §novg&no prostSednictv2m rtirartietgri2c ka®b || &Bttie, a ksly
prostSednictv2zm kt epgriicdir isten? dPtrsoSohifisp digmidm. vi mp | e m
1je'dn§ se o model ve sihysizn§zot®&upaguopP? o Swvdjcht ® asneine8h s«
veSejnou spr8vu a vzdRDl 88§vac?2 a vlizkumnl sektor, kde se spi-r
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psat zpTsob, jakim chicrmpmee derst§alnmut| &s
i kuje akln2 pl8g8n, finanln?2 krydal gzpTsc
kKunosee wDnrug gimen $lord2 cpho hil neodvua | sne?sct ha vsot vr 8ant 2
staven2? strategie taky pSedurluje %%spkr

Evropsk8§ unie vytvoSoblaastai hpahmparey 2i meekgastc 2n Ta vd c
znalog n 2 e k dnionmmnkvgtion ScoreboarqUIS)® (PRO INNO Europe, 2011). UIS je
zamhDSen na hodnocen?2 dosahov8&8§n2 c¢2| T Evropy 202C

vikonu EU27 a dal g2ch krajin a anlan?lczhoua sy lDcdack
syst ®mT. Ul Skpemp poistkkh BadlBni mdi k8§t or T postavenlch
aktivsgtory, aktivity firem a vIistupy,; a souboru

jsou pak jednotliv®u|~z'E:mI’Jifsm\!aJ!ka\/§hfydE§io, 4i mchMal n
inov8toSi a m2rn2 inov8toSi (PRO | NNO Euersokp8 , 20

republi ka a Slovensko spadaj? do druh®ho shl uk
povagov&mwaia? | 2dry, mognolmdpalta|8mlik amh gr &K tea rei
zej m®na sil nl mi ng8rodn2mi vizkumnlimi a inoval n?2n

spolupr8ci mezi veSejzZak m2 ho s ® ué& bibrnd Jsauaiéptéhotp o e m.
hodnomaewag o v 8icky tzviAekntai v Bitdosrky® \A dzrkaujmen,®  Binascé ® my
podpora;d § | e Ft zemn?2, alkt inv imglyvestce dd diemVaz by a podni k§
Intel ektu8§tlzn¥l atkinpw 8dEx®inomi ck® efekty. Hodnocen?
republiky podle pozicea | edi ska t ®matunBsel emdgp®cpotabohtev

Tab. 1 Pozir@encliR Fa ddtw i vich t ®matech

T®ma EU27 prTi L R SR
Lidsk® zdr 18. 19. 11.
VT z k usynset ®j 13. 20. 24.
Finance a podpora 9. 20. 24,
Investice do firem 12. 10. 26.
Vazby a po 15. 18. 23.
Il ntel ekt us§ 8. 22. 24.
|l nov &8t oSi 14. 8. 22.
Ekonomi ck® 11. 10. 18.
Zdr oj : z pPR@ INNOEimope, 2011

1. Oretbdolagie

C2lem pSedkl §dan®ho pS2sphDvku bude anallza vybr
konceplnhD na region8ln?2 Yar ov ni j ako z8sadn? v 2
dokument m 8 za Yk ol oriembDovatekorgmboB®h?d B&E
zalogen®ho na znal ost n? ekonomice. MM b d ubkyt Tpmo din
procesTm, vyp oBSreat Kk novealgn2oma milz2ahr nwj e opa
podni kat el skou, tiatku cvieoSne§|nno?s pz rEavlimiFasitign??i hsFsBiriu pr 2
bude provedena jejich komparacet edi ska zpracov§gn?z2, hl avnzch t ®n
viegi onu a dal g2zch forem podpory inovac?2.

Pro dosagenh| ecdilsek ab uneet prloV ®djé ma paBalel za vybran
i noval nzchksufhntheghldvebddiosbkia. pZr ost or ov®ho poj etz b
moravsklch a slovensklich regionT, jedg maj2 zp
analyzovanTl chcadlokmuMentgermyda | tySimoegvskBth2kia
a ze samospr8vnlich KkisaifTatzepiaed nkMhwoa \VSd koovselneszksak ® h
kraje, Nitransk®ho samospr 8§vn®ho hkraj « kaseGCGiakion ®
jedn8 vDtginouperiobdob? rehpdht®ow® politiky Evro

2Zal ogen® na Eprépeahtnho§atiom Bcoreboard (EIS)

189




Sbornzk pS2X¥IlpnNwkeTz i kol§kvimdané gi on 81 n 2 ¢ Waltice D8 & 2013

politiky EU, t2e0dly3.o0 dejdo*rtkzouzqae7regi0n~§ln2 i nova
kraje, jeg,jperspéktimwﬂmlmcﬂ@ﬂb.@jm@%eszkoumanlch sl oven:c
pol2naj?2 pSed tZmto term2nem, avgak sl edovan® ob

i novaln2ch stratedha&l erny2 nd3$ ead nsol sot kg irte skp . nedost

posouzen?2tijef®cih preaktei ck® %Y%rovnhD a kvality zpra

AnallTza region8ln2ch inovaln2ch strategie bude z

A komparacip ohl edu kvality zpracovgn2 strategi?, k

jednotlivich | 8§st2 strategie a propojenosti,

A komparacizo h| edu postaven2 strategi 2, kde n8s zaj
kraj T,

A komparacipohl edu vyug2van2 finanln2ch n8stroj T
zahrnovat jejich definici a vztabvik®nzkomkd e
provedenoyp Sehl edn® t abulpeoveten® dacadl Es8yDry =z

2. VIisledk

V%vodu kr §tce char aSkSeenr2i ziug tevreetj spipoaba d i wiya v kr aj
vznikay vi Tzn®m obdob2, za odli ujemepoam?proaelovnBaPke
| §8st2 strategicklch ddbgemanvteTHen®Rdestvu&h&z3yme Hpd
principu participace vgech dotknutlTch stran, Zp
| §stdia.l g¥ |n8)Stuij esnee m@a kompar aci finan|l n2ch n8str
vkrajz2ch.

Moravskosl ezskl kr aj zpracoval Svouwmeiun diupain®2 st r
tohoto regionu hl edi ska k®moimglck ®h oroce ROO2Ncev § ivjegwz en §1 n 2

i noval n2 strategi e Mor avs k82 @z ok®mdh ujke ajje ¢ p rda
propracovanQij g?2 pohl edegiona Vipr cocbd emat slbw| §a D% aa?e t

odkazuj 2c? se i na z 8s azdenjZm®th @k uSrnterna tye gk v r oEpvsrkaoRp
rozvojov® priority LR po roce 2014, Strategi. n
20122020 a N8rodn?2 inovaln?2 strategid. LR. Novs§ ve
modern?2 pwHéabadmlyi Kkaci dokumentu takov®ho vIiznamu
Region8l n2 inovaln?2 strategie Jihomoravsk®ho kr a
zamhNSena na zvygovsn2 inoval@iBpo Navenuj &l oakp8eg

zroku 2001, kter8 byRaapdvuohosv®banpzirgegd0eglejithy | a s c
visledkem byTechiybludpivEh®BomBnaué&hooluogi ck®ho

INBIT, ds§l e zS2zenz patent ov®ho e&, | ivczenn |[kn 2ichwo uf okl
St Sedoevropsk®ho technol ogi ck ®ho aWater tTéchnalagy ( CE |
Alliance Na MasarykovhD unCertrzimDprhyl br goadollpgree nobec hr
smluvn2ho vT zk u rofi firem a pra otpdrd Babifity eskpli ans t i student T p
vhDdy a viXikhomormaksk® centrum. pPoomeaiv®8§obdond2 m
kl 2] ov® projekty: rozg2Ssezi GEItdTHEB2hopodpbra kbkn
(ICRC).

VpS2pade Nitransk®ho kraje, se dle Y% odn2 | §sti
NSK), zpracovanou ve Slovensk® republice jig v I
podob8 pTvodn?2 region8l nédk®movhit apestbatagedqgi Motz
subjekt, VUNAR a. s. Nov® Z8mky a jej?2 zpracovgn?
Regi ong8l n2 i noval n2 strategie kraje byla zahrnu
samospr 8§8vn®ku®0lB ¥Vsag el adson o sot | se vypracovs8vsg§ novs
kter§8 by mhRDla blt zamhSena na nadch§8zej2c2 obdob
Regi on8l n?2 i noval n?2 strategie Gilinsk®ho samosp
Ng§zvR§Mmc ov § strad ®ge @i oGid i mrs&k ®bbl asByl aovyalt velse n
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Gilinsk® runcieve2®l@.N Strategie byl a vytvoSena na
regionu Dol n?2 Rakousko (evropskl regi obl] axtc®el en
Centra pre prBnasi dlnowl3.ci Ye vstrategii, kters8 e

svyugit2zm zkugenost 2 evrops’mp;lecH&ale,patrjtnezrv'[lgejne2 zidn’
potenci 8l u regionu na z8klwa®ejspod purpg 8rec2eh os osuekk toa
Ve strategii je rovnhDg podrobnhD poptsat@gieozveieazba n
konkurenceschopnost. Sl ovenska do roku 2310, N 8
Zaj2mavou a owd asnédwns8§nRRl Ss oj edi nDl ou parti? dol
budouc?2 hoobvlawsajieGBKovge?) wyly propracovsgny ve d
vpodobND A. setrvaln®ho sc®n§Se budouc2ho vivoje
i novac?2.

2.1 ProveR participace

Co se tlle participace rTznlch zainteresovanich
pod2]l el o spolu 1v7eSseujan®ehot Ts epkS eovr Sug, n 1P ozrmead &®n snt2\VS%e  a
pSedstavitel ® viznamnlich $mani kRt 81 NSK Poidoldyg bty
jej2m zpracovgn2 vDtg2 polet smh] ®&mfSelrapoj Db
podni katel ® nebo viznamn?2 zamDstnavatel ®. Gilin
f2dic2 veEbomtegi sy®al & osrehd rea mp S2wtaadrD] ploveagw vat z
na zpracovsgn2 pod2lelo 21 |lenT pSedevg2m z obl
autorem strategieV T bor zahr z@ahalani wAN@amrt nev yak meozdini Klau
absentuje ¥plnhD veSejnl sektor ( IHedisha papticipcea ) |, k t
subjektT, kterTch se oblast dotT k&8, mogno hodn
rTznTch subjektT prSe8msT awytvvad Sie liosh |dre Tp $2 pr av u
partner T, kt eS? participoval: na prTzkumech (cc
zastupovala &oekdomiRéd@HtweSuijneov al n2 c ékonpmikyc esech
Cd kovh vgak mogno zhodnotit klgé opfiichcip@Biparyttiv@iS
byl dodr gen, avgak jeho strukt ur dripleghelix modet n 8§, a
spol upr 8ce Participace subpéekaTegi8e, vl dal gs#ésou & &
porovng8n?2

2.2 Zhodnocen?2 analytick® | §sti

RI'S MSK (2010) obsahuje situaln?2 anakrlajui,, kareal§l
institucion8l m&agiiodwaat rruokvtnuXgy mpwijpe spioe p@xy stzwjy
i novaln2ho potenci 8l u regionu. N&8sl eduje pomDrn
hrozeb pro rozvojMorawgsadbstebsl®mi ki aj iv, avgak

obecnlch i specifialhkdrrcdktvdraisztunjo?sct??2c hr eegki comoumi ¢ kT,
v

c
VO] a pS2 sohnedem dime nkoyd por u i novac?2.

Na rozd?z| od ostatn2ch strategi ?, RI'S JMK neobs

pouze struln® zhodnocema?2 pfSediggpt®Pn vyreagrAgrvpSedk]| §
trukturdyal gr2o |j8esjt? rj eealpirzoavceid.env srovn8va
Il n2

(region benchmar ki ng) ohl edm®mcuir | @ a tpno?zc hc e
Eviopsk® wuni e. Soul| §st2z strategie je i vel mi podr
kraje v]ietnhD kvantitativn2ho prTzkumu dle odvDt
S2zen®ho rozhovoru pproT ZkWmuwl yébyr bapnel ecrhid cfhi rpermo. b | V® mu
specifick® probl ®my firem, zej n@bnlaastti2k avjl¥dcy? as ev ]
N§sl eduje pSehl ednt§ SWOT an glrfozvae,d ejnd & ho lasaaH U jze
prost Sed2 vgecihonlgomp dhmwe nitnfovrad g 2 hvalldplkclmn o u s f ®r
veSejnou sprs&8vu a fi rtipehelixnodelost Sed? na z8&kl adh t
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RI'S NSK v Ywodn? | §sti obsahuje prostorovou anal
soci &8l n2ch,hadeogiafickp &2 ir okihné ch parametr T, jeg§g se u
nevyskytuj?2, resp. vyskytuj2z ve vel mi z%gen® po
proveden§8 na z8kladn kvalitativne bkt et anmd K awac
i novaln2ch potSeb mallch a stSedn2ch podni kT, a
financovargoni(Rewya ®n 8 n2 i noval.n?2V snt8rsateedguije2 cMSK,§
se tvorby viastn2pomo&my ner esndy,t egier ®sbobwy mbdl y
strategie i budov§gn? i nformal n?2 spol el nosti, podpor
alternativn2ch zdrojT energie, ochrana ¢givotn2zho
rozvg lidsklch zdroj T; odkazuje se zde rnoaz d?hle cond®

J
pSedegle analyzovanich RIS pS2lig obecnhD. Tato
se nelig? od pSedegle podaniTch SWOT u moravskTlch
RI'S GBHK bytvoSena na z8kladh provedenich analTlz,
regionu a kter® pSedznamenaly <charakter RI S. Ty
pot Seb podni k atGslKs kTacnta | § whuj & knto[v\a@ ke, nSaBGTd kayn ai Inis
snavrgenimi zpTsoby na zviraznhDn2 silnlch str8ne
el iminaci hrozeb, predi kci i novaln2ho vivoje me
benchmar ki ng zamhiSemd?2 cnha zokbul geegneons?t 2 a ev§ d N n 2 i nova
evropsklch regionT.
Kdyg porovn8v8me zpracov§g8§n?2 analytick® | &8sti, e
zampP®Bsil anallze na hodnocen? i winovwaal |nr?2h ov Tpkoot nennocsi t €
vhDdy a vizkumupos$tredkiturvworfbiyréemoxval n2ho prost Se
pot Sebn® ocenit (v pS2padhD Nitransk®ho a Ji homor
nejen sekund&ryn2pri¥ddjren? dddejta Zaj2mavim je opfl
kterTansad Tve spowsnt2SeladnN vna identifikacthi §nkcli2z| ovl
kagd®ho odvDtv2 analyzoval jednotl i v®kadiemekty |
vhda a vIzkum, vyugit? technol ogi 2 apod. Gilin:
Foresight na pSedpov2dg§n?2 sc®n&§ST pro budouc? in
na vgeobecnou char akt ekryi sdtoitkauz nkkrkaojveha paek Sea 2 v u
firem) a vizkumnim instituc2m. Absentuje vgak +
| idsk® zdroje a visledky dotazn2kov®ho getSen2 n
2.3 ZamhRSen?T strategi? kraj
Tab. 2 Porovn8n?2 prioritn2ch t®mat strategi?
MSK JMK NSK GSK
1 transfer|l. transf gl V){tv§Sen2 1.inoval n2
prost Sed?2 a | kultura
i noval n?z osvD
2 lidsk® z|2. poradiq2 g2 Sen? g 2. spolupr 8§
slugby prqvzdDl 8v8n2 v |inovac2ch
tvoSi vosti
3 internacionalizace (3. | i dsk® | 3. podpor a i| 3. infrastruk. podporg
procesu i novac?
4 koordinace g 4. internacionalizace| 4. zabe pel en? pl4. finan| n?2
implementace RIS mechani zmu prli novac?
i novac?
5. znal ost n?
i novac?
Zdroj: vliastn?z zpr
Kdyg porovn8v8me jednotliv® strategie krajT, u t
je definov8na vize, strategickIl c¢c21, prioritn?2
Nitranskl region m§ dpdkno§Se€nkyppiojekny, obhkge
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operaln2ch c2l T, kter® by bl 2ge popsal vy, smDr
Moravskosl ezsk®ho a Jihomoravsk®ho kraje j sou t
Internacionalizace( Ji homor avs Kkl kraj m§ nav?2c p [

r
Moravskosl ezskl kr aj zase prioritu Koordi

Ve strategid. RIS J MKs tj&tr zso®enVR2n0 1838 knleg dvr?2c ec 2ilnov a
Vi 8§ mc i Le&«kk®ar e pumlai z8kl adnR zjigtNDn2 pomoc? zkot
vypol 2t 8v8n na Ewofdan Redidhal meovavod SdorgbogdRRO INNO Europe,

2011) VpS2padnN JMK je zaj2?mavs§ specializace strate
i nformal n?2 a komuni kal n2 technologie a Alife sc

saplikovanTm vizkumem) .

U Moravskoslezsk®hor gjakofgei magn3® | vingR®hwel kaznot

spolupr&8ce VaV, col mggmoun2p arstoiucviipaciz sk@a? skl ch
strategie Moravskosl ezskl kr aj ve str adoegi i k|
uni verezegBohuy 1t . VyTeackh® i glik® wnh §Rsk®ty Ostrav
Opava, kter® by mhRly pro privsgtn2 podnikatel sk
znal ost n? regbmnVp B lRd & NSK, i kdyg m§ defanhegBok®
mobilizace a rozvoj i noval n2zho potenci 8l u NSK,
vybudovgn? infrastruktury region8l n?2 i noval n?2 a
z8kl adny pr o konkurlesnkc®Rehsoc hsoegpkntoosrtu proedgiii ket ,e def i |
jednotliv® projekty neumogRuj2 naplnhRn2 tRchto ¢
jednotliv® aktivity a |linnosti jsou definov8ny s
PSi hodnocen?22 zlamDSreatt jpedmaotiltinUl 8h ktdeajegu2defy
kl 2] ov® obl asti podpory do obl astt?2abaktiev 8t orel,k
zhodnocenz, kter® specifick® c2le (@ omSZamadD Nia
mogn® vidnt, vgechny kraje se zamhRSuj 2 pSedevg?
vido a vizkumem a firmami, podporou firemn2ch a
Tab. 3 ZamhRSen? specificklich c2|I T strategi? podl

MSK JMK NSK GSK
Akti vegt ol 7 10 3 5
Firemn?2 ¢ 2 5 1 6
Visledky 1

Zdroj: vliastn?z zpr

2.4 | mplementaln?2 r 8mec

| mpl ement al n?2 réeémec u vgech8mdcirakegr®haahsobuj &
projekty kd o s 8 hnut 2 napl nDn?2 strategi e, d8l e monitor
zodpovDRDdmpsemeWtaln2m r8§mcicjekmoknm@® kidhND® #ank
zpTsob jejich realjiezdancoet.l i vdlk hmesgmamt\wigdBt, 2z ak ve
pracovn?2 skupiny, kter8 se pod2l2 na zpracovsgn?

C
r

Moravskosl ezskT kraj defii ppujog epkSiy ,Krdafizdv@ molsbpye csief i
sindi k8§tory monittorde@mét lai vhieko dmpapemktuy chaoaktvgmdi

VoblastiTr ansf er jtdeec hon otlytgd 2pr oj ekt y: Podpora sMSKI upr 8§ce
na tvorbu pracovn2ch m2st ve VaV, Rozvoj a kejiabiliza
(i noval n?),voAkcthiewrny? mar kenterji Podporay i @rkaidnenri <thv 2c pdfs a za k| §d !
inovati ving chi semrtBond mihkbpro stadenty eriverzitMS &Ky a tPiax et ov i f ¢
Workshopy § nvestory ri zifkionva@hcoo viBapi tpsoduni k at el @kHd arhn ® nov
wor kshopy naokﬂaﬁlﬁ’latjpok/;lVllljsdkel coh pzr dorj cejkTt vy : PoutK,or a vnd
PS2]legitost pro mlad® vizkumn2ky, Program podpory mc
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z8mDr em, garant em, finan| n2 mi ngkl ady, zdr oj i f
D8l er 8mcieg { ®BL i pops8n institucion8ln2 r8mec, Kk
S2dz2c?2 a vikonn® Yrovni . Podoan j e koncipov§gn
kagd®m c21i navrgeny priojlemplye mekntea |®n 3 \srofider co Ezpar ha
i mpl ement al n2ch a monitorovac?2ch opat Sen? a %
Jihomoravsk®ho kraje a mhDsta Brna.

VpS2padh RIS NSK Jjsstoaun orvewnryh yp Sprmooj epkrto] pri ority,
kapacity z2hs kzadhr2o jfTi nminnhon2rcegi onu a ha propagaci
veSej n®h triplshelixmodeluu Zdr oj financov&n2 je jednotnnh
program | i st 8tn?2 rozpol et, viji meB bdhgipinti v 8§t n?2
venturesnebobusiness angelA kt i vity jsou smDrovg8§ny v2ce do ve
konkretizovan® aktivity smRSovan® na podnikatel
podni katel sklch klumTha vywovafedahor égindu.

T kraj se zamRDSil na oblasti inoval n? I

Gi |l k p o
y inovac?, finan|n2 podpory inovac? a vybu
I ]
a a
e

ns
podpor
NI Tch riatoevauil2n@lc hmesrtavski ch kraj T jsou zde
realizace by mhDlIla pSY9 bl 2Sgirtate?glie iGidvalsk2®h®t rka te
transfer nejnovhjg2ch technologiz2oda? ph TmpHs |l e g
svysokou kvalifikac? a rozvoj mal ®ho a st Sedn?2hc
kf i nancorv8mc2i. zVMabezpel| en? udr gitel nosti navr hov:
progr amy, r erace P0OPToavzamR ®e f ® gna vyt voSen? syst®mu v
i novac2, tvorbueignhownal m2 vkulvtolSreyn2v i nteraktivn2h
organi zaci inovaln2zch workshopT pro podni katele.

vysp

v oblasti Internacionalizacejde o prog kt vy : Brocker age Ev e ndtopshop geneume nt al n?2
(kontaktn?2 centrum podpory mezi hiSdemrdtni2f iskpeod e pr&Brciegnt Twlc\hmjoe
MSK

“VoblastiTr ansfer :t échmpoliongi 2( vyutjvvocSe nt2r asn?stflerp adepcchrno | ogi 2 ) , I n
univerzit a firem na meng2ch inovaln2ch projektech), Techn
podni katel skTch i eklumig§d lolr §h ap amidH, kR oszlvuog e bs ppercoi ail n azvoavtainv n 2

(fond na podporu inovativn2zho podni k8&n2z, poS§dg§gn2 finanl| n:

i novaln2ch cremder2q®& vMizar o/s-dSIQ); vbhiastiv B § 8 K ® ¢ BVdXtetoegrathon ol o gi ¢c k ®
muzeum B r n N, VzdnDl 8vgn? a r adzwWwKgj Sttalpemtdd vaa nper oml t8adlegghtwovan®

jihomoravskl program pro ¢gpilkov® vhDdce, CeFRR 6),Byty pmoo b i | ity
zahr anid mé, Podni katel sk8 rada Ji homor oblsstkl@drnacioralizaxey al n2 h o
OdvDtvov® konf er enc e-INNERa Breker&ye &verdsc (mise |d€chnology kot spotsprezentace

inovaln?2 Jinnosti),prMesiemg§remndnxkrepmivVal2ugbyi nci ), Mezin8ro
®ZvygovaS povedomie o nevyhnutnosti a potrebe inov§ci?2, Vyt

v8ci 2 na r evgailonnoSm nperjo cYersoev npir,o sz 2rsekdan® cM
orma!n® body a centr8 prv®ho kontaktu

normy pre podporu 0
S f
gtruktur8&8lnymi fondy aameriam % ErJa ptrwarriau
a
P

kampane, Vytvs8ras

i n
$ in
mognost2 pon¥Wkanlch

ai novs§cie, organizovaS vzdel 8vacie aktivity, semin8r e, trd
inform8ci? medzi MS P, viskumnT mi ingtit¥ciami, univerzita
medzoE® prezentaln® dni pokrokovich technol - -gi? a visled
centrum pre rozvoj tvorivostian ov 8 ci 2, Organizova$S pomoc pre MSP a regions§
z2skanie prostrieeadkpekyclom@8ndohn, aZabezpeli S aplik8cie eul
regions8l nej i npoovdan|inkeajn 2|, i ninncisctiiovaS vznik region§8lnych podn
spol upr8cu medzi MSP a inanal nfilmie ivypddSorrrnelgmio ni§n qtei tiYcmia
vivojov® kapacity univerzz2t a VaV ingtitYci?, Vytvori S me
mognostiach financovania inov§8ci?2 a manvaeydntecnet ki i naindiova@R
regi -nu, Pril8kanie investorov, Pril8kanie ingtit¥ci2 podpc
® Projekty jak:K| astry a partnerstyv? (spolupr8ce &niVTetzimerzdi nBrokae
centrum (klientskl syst®m pr8ce na univerzit8ch pro firmy)
regiong§l n?2 subjekty), Kompetenl| n?2 a vizkumnsg centra (zap
infffastruktury (transfer technologi 2) VdeI§vac2, poradensks§
Region8l n2 inovaln2 fond pro segment MSP
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2.5 Komparace aktivirtetgaohiEhadlcm2ecmov&$nahTs

Na z8kl adhDb anallzy region8ln2ch inovaln2ch str a
odbornl clhhbzasaejiTteorieregiovmae? | e deftaktimipa &kt tyt
ng8stroje podpory

Klastyis es kupen? spol upracuj?2c?2chddn®memomorwmstituc?
Centraexcelencegpi | kovsg8 vIizkumng ailwlmojougapnamopofeic
ProfesoitfkBagedV8&n2 st 8l ®ho | i draont@itydsicnc2 ho zahr an
Klubexpat riivogtufi t2 znal o 2ho a soci 8l n2ho kapit 8§l

stn
doktorandy a p

Startup grantyi pr o Y%sphRDgn® odppodpara za k!l §c
rozvoje inovativn2zho podni k8n2 absolventT vysokl
Il noval n2i pakd&lz&«ryy na finan| n? prostSedky pro fi.
vybranich vizkumnich instituc?2 (nap$. JMK 150 ti
existuje opaln8 mognost poskytovg8&§n2 inoVvV&mn2m vo
I nternetov] i komplegn2poweBobsh@stsap)§nkyr  ®wje2 c 2 !
popt 8vku znalostnhD n&rolnlTch slugeb, interakti v
univerzit (TT point)
Technology foresighi us nadn Rtace M3Prvi @c hnol ogi ck®m vIivoj i a
novich technol ogi 2
Technology accelerator fundf i nan| n2 n8stroj pro ovhRDSovg&n2 tec
proofof-conceptc 0§ j e dotace na ovDSen? t echnwdjogv® | i
instituce | i ovhSovatel technologie-4méKb) dr gi tel
Market inteligencei us nadnBn? ororeingmtce&eciMS®Pa vzahranil n2ch
nal ezen2? konkurenln2 vihody
Brockerage event$ o bc hodn?2 a infororilm?2finiesne a ot eébdhureo!| o
vzahrani| 2
Seedfondyst§ em podporovan® investice rizikov®ho k
podni katel Tm, kteS2 hledaj? z&%® dédlrmly mald o getnar t
[ na

ng§padech a novacz?2ch m2sto obvyklTch dotac?
kapitg&8lovich fondT

Patentn2 aifioanln2 f£dndye na podporu ochrany du
Businessangelsi nvest 8SP¥Sadovell kT ch korporac?

Workshopy oint-venturecapitali s e mi nif/&teryz5ad ri zi kov®ho kapit§lu

Broker ski® rcievnetrrzutrn 2 cen$a d mvif Reaz kslkiae g2 Slen 2z pozn a

Tab. 4 Komparace RISk | edi ska f ionjalnlan 2pcohd pnoSrs tirnov ac ?

Region MSK JMK NSK GSK

Seed fund |ne ano ne ne

Pat ent|ano ano ne ne

Il i cenl

Fond ano ano ano ano

mi kKr op
Klastry Klastry I noval n?2 |Klastry
I novati vl novat i viTechnology Regi ong§8ln
Il noval n2 | noval n?2 |foresight inoval n?
Brockerage eventg Brockerage events Benchmarking

Ost atn

podpora Technology Tech_nology Broker sk
foresight foresight I noval n?2
Il noval n2 [Kreati vnj Technology
WorkshopyJVC | noval n?2 foresight

Workshopy JVC
Zdroj: vliastn2z zpr
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Soul asn® region8l n?2 i noval n?2 strategi e odr §gej
endogenn2ho rozvoje regionT, %l ohy jyddnatui wiach
znal ekoméd mi ku a Y ohu znal ostn2ho kapit8lu jako

a jejich vlIiivu na rozvoj regionsg8l n?2 ekonomi ky.
zaj2mavi a girokospektr 8l n?2 pn hhloe dprmas t @pr wbh | ebnuadt
struktury a instituc? ve smyslu hmotn®m i i deov@
Moravy a Slovenska, kter ®inesoau rvaceell kau o dlzed?ll Tn @ha
Kr aj S vel kT mi sotcri @k tmtheng t, B B end wii r oa infrastrukt
zemBkbpr Tmysl ovhD orientovanl Ji homoravskl kraj

trofmel n2ku Brno, V2deR, Bratislava s virazmIm uni
st8tjeeceneinovativnZm regionem v LR. Sl ovensk®
zemNRdNI skl Ni t r ans kikna :ma huonsi p«re§rvzn|t mMktnmagc epnS ervesng n N
horsklT GilinsklT kraj, kterT soused2 st rMoktawrs&lors:
probl ®my, je obdobnhD nesourodl se nRkolikva pr Tmy
Povg8§g2 viznamnim infrastrukturn2m uzlem v r8mci
rozvoj inovac? (d2kyhexioed®hsk @sd | rn@®k\@aplastiew e 5§ €y
aut omobil ov®ho pr Tmysl u). Vybran® regiony spoj
zvigen2 konkurenceschopnosti Vv r 8mci gl ob8&8l n2 so
strategie zpratv 8§ ny rovnBhRg vel mi nesour odn, avgak vgdy

2013, kter® se kryje s programovac?2m obdob2Zzm ko
vgech zpracovanich aS starg2ch |ibaknaaflizoavanlg
struktur 8l n2zch i komunit8rn2ch programT EU. Vylr
je zpracovgna od roku 2010 s vihledem do roku
turbul entn?2 dobDn res8l mN tkakncpomRran D sv®I 8 Emlbruy
zpracovanou RIS m§8 JihomoravskIl kraj z roku 2001
Pokud bychom mnDI i porovnat jednotliv® region8l n:
Cog nen? pSedmDiem) j ejpiakh RI'S Nitransk®ho samosr
2004, nebyla aktualizov8§na a poskytuje | asto polt
z tohoto dTvodu aktu8l n?2 koncepce a moediau n 2 pS:?2
(dTr az-ofisastastippsn fi rmy a podni katel sk® inovace VvTb
a business angels, zapojov§g8§n2 Kkr e #dhbenchmfarkifgu,ci zi nc
brokerage events apod.y),. iDekkdyagr ojvaammu®r wellmi ad ezt8am
dovedeny do YWrovnhD n8vrhu jednotlivich projekt
samospr §vn®ho kraje, kde viraznl vliiv pSi jej?
Gilinsk® unn&readrn2 ypadpmwerzyi a prakti ck®regiokw genost
evropsk® excelence Dol n? Rakousko a gv®dsk®ho

aktualizovan8 verze RIS Moravskosl ezsk®ho kraje
Nitrans k ®ho samospr §vn®ho kraje), jeawgBvauyGBs OsitIrm
a Slezsk® wuniverzity Opava. RovnhDg jej?2 priori-t

obsahuj?2 modern2? pS2stupy zejm®haduve§uztahavil nh

Nejvygg2 YroveR m§8§ dle nageho n8zoru, RIYytvoSe
Jihomoravsk®ho kraje, kter§ ve sv® jig tSet?2 ver
reali zace veIkTch®rp(no;ekhiﬁolSchﬂecdlo@h'mopsbt|tutu
centra klinicklTch vizkumT | CRC. Je zde patrnl vl
vysok§ YroveR podpory ze strany veSejn® sprgvy
statut§temmBmRem a jejich i stitucemi a agentur
Sad veIklomalklomlpoaats?cSednzch firem a viIiiv YsphDg
viznamnTch brnhNhMalsah yluonvwemnnitver zigdhyni c¥K®W$hok ®ah

Mendlovy univerzity.
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Na z8vDr proveden® anallzy region8ln2ch inoval n?
zpracovs8§n2 m8 souvislost s postojem regionu k z
vgeobecn jveeh ov zetkeomuw nk ck®mu r ozvoji a rovnhDg odr
akt ®r yhet i ixpl(eg j . veSejn® sprsgvy, podni katel sk®ho

sl edovan®m regi onu.
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Anotace

Il novaln2 infrasvoukBDuanagpSesp2wdvkchvinklma®2a
komer| n2 sf®ry a transferu technologi?2 a podpor
jsouvt omt o | I 8nku povagovs8&ny podni katel sk® inkub?gt
C2lem || 8nku je zhodfnroas ttr udkotsuruyp nwes ts li endoovvad mizc h r
me z i sebou navzg8jem porovnat . Ll 8nek obsahuje
veSejnich investic do t®to oblasti. Me z i sl edo
Ol omouZlkiinsakT kraj. Nemt®pehvedavdnhomeravskl kr

koncentrov8§ny pouze do Brna. MoravmbogPezniléTe,kra
domi nance hlavn?2ho mDsta nen? wvak?siZlhABsklZaat Pt
Ol omouckIl kr aj

Kl 2] ov8 sl ova 5
inovaln?2 infrastruktur a, podni katel skl i nkub§8tor,

Annotation

Innovation infrastructure contributes to creation and diffusion of new knowledge, eglpgeration

of science and business sphere and technology trasnfer and support innovation enterprise. In this
article the innovation instrastructure means business incubators, science and technology parks and
research centres. The aim of the article isagsess availability of innovation infrastructure in the
selected regions and to compare them. The paper contains survey of existing innovation infrastructure
and it compares the amount of public investments into it. The selected regions are the South
Moravian, the MoraviarSilesian, the Olomouc and the Zlin Region. In this respect the best equipped
is the SouttMoravian Region, but the investments are concentrated only in Brno. The Meravian
Silesian Region is equipped with it in slightly lower extentiireitapital dominance is not so strong.

The Zlin and especially the Olomouc region fall behind the previous two regions.

Key words
innovation infrastrustur e, business inkub8tor, S (

JEL classification: 038, R12

Konkurenceschopnost vysplDlbhsh®regb®nVlirazem2oylk

g2Senzm inovac2?. Inovace jsou povagovs8ny za hl
soul asng8 hospod8Ssk§g, prTmyakopg8vNDregi po8poi up
podporu regvaa&chy zamRDSuj ? Svoj i pozornost p S

regi ong§l n2 hoCoakey 2006) Nedsord00Ba.p STi doporul uj2 nap$S. z
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vzdDI|I §8vgn2z, t vordai zjnadwstt12i,vismhol aapt ®r T i novalr
inovaln2 infrastruktury. Tkaotnoc egpd pparhu [ne8nr2o djin® ath  re
i novaln2ch sysA®@mIurdwaaplSl., B2010: C. Edqui st , 1
jako skupinu akt®r T ve veSejn®m a soukrom®m sektor
rozvo,j a g2Sen? inovac? na dan®m Yzem2 (st§&tu 1
firmy, vl §8§da, znal ostn?2 [®skaput€&|luprbesbetdottbl
zej m®na na neline8rn2, |nt|@mlr@wsmg\andqntem@mbdennovac
kterT vych8z2 z myglenky, ge inovace jsou visle
syst®munaotgéevipef §ze inoval n2utve dem®ane pw Smarhu sa2 ng

mo hou prob2hatJehsensackan2097$$kd5kan(2®(394pFSS'i nN8vrhu inovalr
nutn® vz2t do Yvahy, ¢ge kagdl reezgii ome fj ceung geddli inged |

rozd21 n® pS2rodn? podm2znky, historickl V|VOJ, S
apod. Proobtloa sttaik @ nvoval n2 pol it i-dizgfitsmell zd n@aPiSst ¢ @
a Trippl, 2005), ale chcerei i W¥ahou a ef ektivn2 inovaln?2 politik
specifickim rysTm jednotlivich regionT.

Tento |1 8nek se zamhRSuje na probl emadliikamadinoomdt
doporul ovanich vT glenowvaddneenT imnf raausttorruyk.t ur a j e t ¢
prioritn2ch, na kterou se zamRDSujRERGPmMOIS, vaeedn
Podl e toho, 0 jakou infrastrukturu se jedn§g, mT
pochi k8n2, zprostSedkov?;n2 spolupr@ge®o mewor wid zkna
znal ost 2 (naps§. vhDdeckTch poznatkT). Spol upr 8ce
transferu technologi? a pr8vhD tamu (W8 nkhewal g2
I noval n?2 inftamtoukt8mkw jmyglvVena infrastruktura
centr a) a infrastruktur a na podporu i noval n?2
vhdeckotechnick® parky)SadiDio it ®t ov .kak emgpet en |mi2
viesk® republice zat2m pS2lig mnoho nen?2.

Podni kat el gkl ziaSRwefit2orur | en® zal 2napdt&mefnt mga
podni k&§n2. Jsou to prostory,prka ez gls2oruajvyct2v ofSedcryi
jsou napS2klad zvihodnhNDnT n§jem, sd2len?2 infras
pSedevg2m pak slugby zamhRSen® na rozvoj podni kai
g2 Sen?2 odnikawel(KK®MmoVvEBNOWOOS8) . Podni kat el sk®
kl asic zamNDSuj2 se na podporu bRgnTch, ne nut
val irmy), univeruniweévziNDdec kRoBy glalle (PR g i
ci a van® (zampéuj@hosed\nmtvfﬂ)rmey kombi nova
den RKdeegoteehhvekiopaghkl ej g2 m kolmpd kexsetm b
ver ale na rozdAbab2oad2 pprdmnstkartye | sk®hoozw
ent firm8m, a to po neomezenou dobu. F
por a rem pponadegstzvey m®napwvost Seudilezito®.n?2 spo
ub8tora jsoun&s$2dWTP a tak® firmy opougtNDj2c?
daj? nov®prostory pr8vpD ve VTP. Prostory pro
o, j akt8§NDdhHtranaprseestvor §ch pr §v N nneabcoh §8&r2e g ismeu hVoTy
kumn® jeersturbjrekt aktivn2 ve vIzkumnG@imahinnost i,
al g2 mi partnery z aplikaln2 sf®ry, dosahuje ¥
vzdnDl 8§v8n? adrw c'ﬁopﬂoli\/dS/kK(a:M‘(BMi[enEl&é))centrL
agovat za ur!itT typ vIizkumn®ho centr a, j ed
kumnTch pviaxliedkofl vaj 2 mezi oborov§g a zamDSuj2
§n2 ®nyeMmMhithemor avsk® inovaln?2 centrum, 2009)
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a Norrman (2008), Grimaldi a Grandi (2005), Philips (2002) nebo Ratinho a Henriques (2010).
Vtomto | I 8nku je od kvality inovaln? infrastrukt
rozdcklalv tND je pSedpokl 8d§&n.

C2lem | h®dkhwtj e @dost upnos tmoirnaovsaklInczh irnefgriaosntercuhk ta
me z i sebou navz8§jem porovnat. LI 8nek obsahuje
podpory, kterou jednotliv® regionysoa mydgloemktkr
jejichg cel ® %zem2 je soul 8st2 Moravy. Jedn8 se
Zl 2nskl kraj. Nen2 zde zaSazen Kraj Vysolina, k t
do anallzy zaSaziemowalln?2 jierhfor arsytbrawketnr ou by byl o
krajT Jednotliv® kranehaeomeedecl,boa ©Ddl m§ujsza
i novaln?2 infrastrukturu. Jihomoravskl a Moravsk:
sv®m | ele vel k® mDst o. Naproti tomu Ol omouckTl a
a jejich hlavn2 mhDsto nen2? tak velk®. Odligng§ je

nfrastruktur a

Il novaln2 inoval hRevwft &gt mziSteu rbau djoewy 8na po roce
EU a mohl i tak vyug2vat programy 4 ®dloufdonbah clowl
zakl §8d8ny pSedevg?2m podnikatel sk® inkubS8tory a
podpor u pQpoegrraalm 2Pr T my s | a podni ké&nz2. Po roce 200
obdob2) se ve vDtg2 m2Se zalala budovat i vi zkut
ve veSejnlich vizkumnTch instituc®grhaam WiezbkouSm bay |v
pro inovace.

Ji homoravskl kr aj

VIMKj e nejviznamnhDj g2m provozovahNdeemopedhnkakerlk!
Jihomoravsk® inovaln2 centrum (JIC), jehog zSizo
a 4 brnhDns PWlentn®tvoe r @rigfeydporavat m@ja n 2 podni k&8n2 prost
gok®k8ly n8stroj T. JIC provozuje tzv. l nnovatio
aVTIP( I NTECH) a biotechnologickl inkub8&tormocd NBI T.
2014 je plg&nohan@refbuSemNMECSetkz er ® buwhast podpor
nano a mi rkotechnol ogi 2, novlich materi§IS'[ a k o

i nkub8tory | soukotuen®tsr iRnky® mijeip laViikdketcB8r noj e provozov
“wwseav st avebn?2cphl 8hnmiotj,e aatsev Sven? podni kat el sk®ho
l nnovation Transfer Chamber, jehog provozovatel e
Krajskou hospod§8§SskouJMKKM¢ro ub udklwz§inas tdrvwokut umr ej vy
univerzitiza S$2 zen? opd @asftir mddzo i v® pS2rodhN jsou sit

uni verzity a zalSl2aetniz tpe oh nfiikrynbyls%z knoascthi§ z& r eoSlvuy k
ulen2 technick®hn2 adde9B8e tak®bméanhanl Leskl te
vliastnictyv? mNDsta Brna), kde s2dl2 Sada svRhRtovD
inkubg8torT a VTP je ve f8zi p Sepjrbalviyg g& cijfie jlied ke c
Science Park (MU), VTP prof. Lista (VUT), I nkub.
i nkub&8tor Novira (soukroml inkub8tor pro oblast

novhD pSipravovanich rRBimca WBR i myl§d | mavrisgeama ewwi e

Vi zkumn§ c &MKdlao ujhsooduo bW) zastoupen pSedevg2m d2Kk
vi z

VUT, Mendelova univerzita a VFU) desetv e Sej nT ¢ h umnlch instit.u
charakteristick8 budodfpoSmdR EWkalunmca wciendjerpmo
VaVpl ). Me z i nejvlznamnI’JJg2 budovan8 <centra pa
(I CRC) , St Sedoevropskl polytechnickl institut (
stroj2renstv?2),m QEGTXOCOKEINec ho 8liSStkadk? )y Dopravn2 Va'
AdMasS (Pokro!il® stavebn? materi 8l vy, konstrukec
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Kompeten| n? centrum KuSi m, prvn? | esk® kompeter
technologieasu vi sej 2 c2 o lprogragnu Pregsppedtg).o Seno z

Moravskosl ezskl kr aj

MSKm8§ bwdov§8n? i noval n? infrastruktury tak® dl ou!
silng8 koncentrace pouze do krajsk®ho hlavnzho
nNDkolika zaS2zen2ch je Vysok§ mrkovaz bERe ksSp o INeelj rs
Ostrava (nyn? vliastnhNno soukr oml mi osobami). VI
Ostrava, na nhDmg participuje MRsto Ostrava a nBhkKk

Vysok8 gkol a b§Rssko§u!a§sitnzkuspo§utkorrorrj®e Vtyasko&k ® gkol vy
projekty sbouudloavsam®® dvobND pat S22 4 MEDI a TeadBenol ogi c

bude nabh8zé&bDstvi Fakul tn? nemocni ce Odblasti a v a b u
bi otechnmamgti €&chnol ogi 2 a moder n20sneriddec®?knoyv.i cl*rcuhh
a bude se zambBBSobaatinael ektmgnizky, mechatroni ky
energi e D&l e je pls&nové&na vVvistaOdtaria@@bdsiehat el
(soukroml investor). Mi mo Ostr aV$i nscei n(asThEEzI2 |pTc
Ful neku (RVP Il nvest), j ejich viznam j e al e me

inkub8toru ve V2tkovDhD, fehmg pevsehi@hlkeidb pudpe mewn
Fulneku. Vminulosti fungovali nkub 8t oKariovm®g n¢¥ pl 8n Regi on8l n?
neobsahuje g8dn® opat Sen?2 na budovg8§n2 dal g2 novRe

VIizkumng§ c &8Kzastouppng @y mAna d2ky Vysok® gkole b§8Rs
Vkraji fak@®as¥@&lS2j ng .viMe&muimnrejiwmisznanmmncl® g2 vIzkt
podpoSerPouVanpl pat S2 Centrum excelence | T4l ni
technollozgk wrkm@®® vcent Emen; g eEtNECTkKk ® j ednot ky pro vyu
energi e-TU®ge VGB

Ol omouckT kr aj
VOLKse nach8&8z2 pouze jedinl inkub8tor a VTP, a t
vOl omouci . Tento arei8d 9 mpolkut upOMO bupsiviBeamg pT

centrum pro transfmemulk es thnolzémprikdag r aWme pPehraur ez a
pl §novg&no jeho r ozg? fregrafu Proaperpao@loaxmo upcrko®&m SkerdekjTi zb
pl §novanil sgkddniinkReitbeS§ 0 WD, vavgak od zb&unddrvis nByn ol au s
infrastruktury RegOLEng8pofP2tBovaln? strategie

umng§ centra | sou swllo§motucjeykrdikit emSinfl yn PSP & @ knE
y na Bbukam$iné&zO0PvVa/plVkr aji se tak realizuj?2 pi
medi c?2na pro region8l n2 omwazvHiajn8a plriodshk ®t z2dr
dnNl skT vizkum a Region8§ln2 centrumd?2pkoykr ol i
amu Prosperita buduje tak® projekt BALUO,
KT vTzkumu.Noe sppodiyb w dlel ojv8ilkna8 veSejn§ vIi zkum

l 2nskT kr aj

Z

Ve Z1 2nhD pTsob?2 Technol ogi als®nekgvalsmu deantvreu mi
a Zl2nskl kraj. TICbpdovbBzwmjagl odn®oRRroa@0i0batvel s
podni katel skl inkub8tor acemWdeckdteohniekisppearn Kk
pTsob?2 [ dalRgB2uj st isteucrea zmadporu podni k§n?2 ( ne
provozuje TIC i podni katel skl inkub8tor a vDdec
vHol egovhD (Technopark Progress). Ve Zl 2nddD se dS§
podni kat el sk & riarfjk u bnBtcohoSyzi2s2cww a ve ValmagostkT ch KI
fungoval podni kakromDSk§i j nBuhgtb?ed Sal awd | ¥ a1t 2nryM
Centrumi nf or mal n2ch technol ofgteés@bfBpkakhkowmanp® i nVIPmn
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inovaln?2 strategie Zl2nsk®ho kraje je jig | &stel
nezahrnuje ¢g8dn® projekty na budov§&§n2 dalg?2 infr

Vizkumnou sf ®ru zast up wjBat, aedipjjE@nan U§GMIv ew 1z2 K lameTm 1
vivojemm avst i | et eck®ho rmp§mMany s O®  Bkitpabjviiboye dod p wVS e
Centrum polymern2ch syst®mT a Centrum bezpelnos
(uTB) . Kr aj j propeR®Rt zagpeehGldobe, Nevsadk 2v ez dwe | gng
veSejng vizkumng instituce

3.Fi

nfrastruktur

nancov§8n?

I novaln infrastruktura je podporovg8§na zej m®na
viraznn p odfzdrfd Ewrops&yi ongl n2 rozvoj OGP soul a:
Vizkum a vIonPPpldullk@o\?aaelalovace. Prvnz =z nich
v podobR vizkumnlch center a n8sleduj2c? anal T
excellence) a druhou (Region8l n2z VaV centra) pr
podni k&8n2 a p dn|kateIjeszﬁe®duznejehmpomimdgrﬁnel%lréspelata anhaltyzo:

podporujeb ud ov § n 2

0
a provoz podnikatediskicheakpanghk Br
take podporuje
e
13
T

cent r as 2 publlnesstangalshis & ley zjettvedckh®n od toagri & 2

program Prosp kterT byl20s006ul §&gec haPy PryT noy

rita,
jsou implementbeS§Kynver§emcec(dS2ve C21 1) a nen
real i zRoazeWra® ad | ze jsou projekty ke krajTm pSi Sazc
Pol et podpoSenTch projektT je patrnl z tgaebul ky
nNDkter® z nich se realizuj?2 ve vice kraj2ch soul
jednotliv® kraje. Zhruba na |tvrtinhD vgech proje
osy 1 OP VaVpl je to. d&oIineco \pdrl ojve nlar pjromeMae Ta \
kraj aktivnhD budoval i novaln2 infrastrukturu v
obdobz. Nejslabg? je zapojen2? Olomouck®ho kraje,
zej mPopaomi ck® a vhDdeckovlizkumn® charakteristice
Tab. 1: Polet projekT na podporu inovaln2z infras
Prosperita | Prosperita | OP VaVpl OP VaVpl
200406 200713 osal osa 2
JMK 7 16 4 11
MSK 5 9 2 5
OLK 2 5 0 3
ZLK 6 7 1 2
Mor avsk® 20 37 4 21
LR (bez 31 69 8 40
Zdroj: vliastn?2 Cpeabbongr3tna208kK| a@€bBPechlnves
Tab. 2: VIige podpory na inovaln?2 infrastrukturu
Prosperita Prosperita OP VaVpl OP Vavpl
200406 200713 osal osa 2
JMK 284 703000] 1323 31500 8130013 29¢ 4690 994 85]
MSK 21933000¢( 114229600 1689 23367¢( 1732641 29:
OLK 54 819 00( 271 373 00( 0 2 261 630 71§
ZLK 237 590 00( 644 161 00( 32 396 394 928 516 82(
Mor avsk® 796 442 00( 3381 145 00 9851 64366| 9613 783 68]
LR (bez 1 669 392 00 7 183 748 00( 20 244 401 39} 20 728 978 02
Zdroj: vliastn?2 fpeabbwg§pr3tna208kl a€bechlnves
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O vIigi finan|l n2 alokace na jednotliv® projekty

VaVpl realizovanlch ve vice kraj2ch soul asnhD &
skutel n®ho pod? 1| u na Tytoeiafdrmazedyyi poskytauty@Ministergiveno j e k t u
gkol stv2, ml §deéwee cah tsihicebdvddast @y yn.2 chosahRmAt r e § is &
asi 48 % cel kov® pSi dnl en® JYKovd ppoS2yp.a dNE j pvol dr paozrnyh j ng
centra excel |l ensckea |l kadsyi t4dent% Wwgegh z&l okovanlch

alokace pro Zl2nskJd0&&,ajkdy Ptreorstpeerkrt dj 22020k al |
MSK, pSilemg ale polet jeho obyvatel je m®nh neg

PSi hodnocen?2 alketpigvii tgr ockvrmagtTe ljneo sgr oo hodnnDj g2 pSe

pol et obyvatel. O tnm jree feeplutj ep atarbru® ,k ag e . Z1Z2 ns k
vz2sk8vsn? o@bost Yyedk? 2Programu Prosperita. U
Jihomoravk  m krajem viraznhD nad celon8rodn?m pr TmDre
se jevz OlomopSRpakhDadrua®wgakyv OP VaVpl je jeho
Tab. 3: Vige podpory pSepobwvalna lnbbwesatrekeu¢ Kl
Prosperita Prosperita OP VaVpl OP Vavpl
200406 200713 osal osa 2
JMK 251,4 1134,6 6 970,7 4022,1
MSK 175,6 928,2 13727 14079
OLK 85,7 4249 0,0 3541,3
ZLK 402,8 1 093,6 55,0 1576,3
Mor avsk® 220,5 932,8 2718,0 2 6524
L R (Fra@ys 183,5 775,5 2185,3 2 237,6
Zdroj: vliastn? Cperabbobmngr3tna208kK| a@€BPechlnves

Sil n® postaven? Ol OJmlochk@FpmnjéktyIUmujveerJze t gBnmB@al ac k®
realizaci programu Prosperita 20070 13 s e v I ztata mivézigpoap $§2 j ej 2 pro

BALUO nebo projekty zamhNSen® na rozvo,j uni v e
vDldeckotechni ck®ho par ku. Ve ZI 2wnGPkvavpl Centranj i j e
pol ymern2ch syst®mT. Program Prosperita zde po
nejenom s amot n®m ZIl 2nh, Hall @j otvddk ®n erbaprBKamso vipec 0¢ e k t
vlJi homoravsk®m Kkr aj i j sou svIig8moda?s acheenmi r menj vkilz
vizkumu (1 CRC) a StSedoevropskl polytechnickl
Vmi nul ®m programovac2m obdob? Prosperita podpor
park spravovanl Jihomorswls&sm®mnohvddm2 mj s@emttem

univerzit Krajsk® MSKjepvp&g Palkd® lOPmovtayV.plV nej vizn
IT4lnnovationsayp S2 pad D pr oitg ROAARAL3 fPojektys4MEDa Mul t i funk|l n2 b
VNDdetrt&ohnol ogi clav@®h o par ku Ost

4.7Z8v Dr

I noval n? infrastruktura je dTlegitou prerekvizi
z2sk8&8vg&&n2 novlich znalost2, transfer technologi?
se nejvzce i nfJihansotarsukk®&m rkyr abjuidujTeo vj e d§no pSedev
mNDsta Brna a pS2tomnost? nejvRtg2ho poltu wunive
pr8v0hn do Brna. Tent o kraj jako jedinld ze zkoum:
inovaé , kters8 je Tznamnim provozovatelem PI a VTP
center . Il nvesti ce dwo riarvosvkaolsn 2e zik®fnmr aksrtarj u k tjusroyu wvn i
alokovsg8ny i mi mo hl avn? mNsto.odYWdK unem®Bp vapeci §
problemati ka je soul st ?2 kol T Agentury pro reg
regions8l n?2 i noval n?2 strategi e ma j 2 silnou pol i
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Ol omouck®ho kraje 2i,nfcroagstjreukd&mrmui jmemg2ggvel i ko:
infrastruktura situovs8na i mi mo hl avn? mNst o e
Technol ogick®ho inovalnzho centra, kt@LK@oupodpor |
aktivtykoncent rov8ny pouze do Ol omouce a jsou reali zc
srovnl8MKk as MSK hraje ve zblvaj2c2ch dvou krajz2c
Z&§vhDrem |lze tak® S2ci, ge buddw&n2viRlkuannVER m&n
se projevilo i t?2m, ge nNhDNkter® Pl a VTP jig ukec
udr gitelnosti projektu. Vyvst8vg§ tak ot&§zka pS2n
U vizkumnichodemtcem?2j ¢ enach |innosti pS21lig brz)y
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Anot 8ci a

Pr2spevok analyzojeenm®dwviaé nBl pvedska ana inov§gci
ot 8zku, na akej Yr opvonhi Oajdeu hi ontonvoap| enhl® vpkrajomdfii B8 S Rz

27, V4 askrajinamivs k upi ne (tzv. dakPelbyj Wail ¢ h bk/rSa jo2pra)t r & n
tohto stavu bud%cnosti ? Opwrieslliedkye sekuna§rnych empi
publi kovanTch VGlow§Iskaeilme MGEM t or u p o dokui 02ni a, p
avl i ast kovej G teXedhinio | lorgo VSR dosolitmeaBA/f, erk tvor % publ i ko
vr 8 mc i riegenia pr ogr amGESTAe Bldvensko jeavicled stnit noab v al
vikonndhotdnot en® ako mi erny i nov 8t oo bl asztvi. idnoobvi &
dosahuje neuspokoponw® mvadns2 temlkmi | k r aujgi knapgnemii E U 2 7
v skupine, alebo vodcomivn o v §-@Giv&g¢ h i ar skom. Teaks bpg wlviaant?2 o |pro2d na Ka

Sl ovensku vo vgeobecnost. skr inovs8cie pas2vne
pringgaS. Najwobr@zml nntaaomt 8avan2m sal shumal wmjae
Sl ovensku. Je neejybinaut fn®n g avbayl esfyektt@m nvedy, | o ¢
veduav T skum, je potrebn® ozdravi S grantovl syst®m

projektov naj m?@ zo gtruktur8lnych fon
vzdé 8vani a pr evyicnhoovvg& voamive aml adl ch Oud
i novat¥¢hagefi padni kavost.i

dov, fung
2 n a Vyso

KO%|l ov® sl ov§
i novs8ci e, S| ovensko, GEM (Gl ob8lIl ny monitor podni
Annotation

The paper analyses theniovative profile and focus of Slovakia on innovations. The goal is to answer

a question: On what level is an innovative profile of the Slovak Republic from a point of view of
different evaluations in comparison with the EU 27 countries, Visegrad coumatniéswith the

countries in the group and what should be measures to improve this state in a future? We came out
from the results of secondary empirical researches published in GEM (Global Entrepreneurship
Monitor) research published in 2012, and in the @drstudy Innovations and technology transfer in

the Slovak Republic, especially in Slovak Academy of Science, published by the Slovak Academy of
Science within solving the programme of The Excellence Centre of the Slovak Academy of Science. In

a field ofinnovative performance Slovakia has been evaluated as a moderate innovator and generally

in the field of innovations it has reached not satisfied results in comparison with other EU27
countries, Visegrad countries, the countries in the group or with tievation leader Switzerland. In

general, the entrepreneutreginners as well as starting up in Slovakia rather passively accept
innovations than they themselves actively bring it to the market. There is the worst situation and
significant lag in technologytransfer in Slovakia. A system of the science should work more
effectively, what supposes: better grants for research and development, it is necessary to restore a
health of the grant system, inhibit a corruption by allocation of big projects mainly fnem
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Structural funds, working of the innovation system, starting the system of education for innovators and
education of young people at universities to be creative, innovative and enterprising.

Key words
innovations, Slovakia, GEM (Global Entreprenship Monitor), evaluation of innovativeness

JEL classification: 031

Il nov8cieswml gemoesvi powmajovMaSazmmejgdem Zaktorov
SY% jeddlamnd ch faktorov, na ktorlTch progS| @t98NEv
ich viklosinwpys, a vz ame st risaksemA. $997 Mithie J.1898). B. T . ,

Exi stuje ¢girok® sperkdzwm en$ zmao d v pAokjlorooum Giginzaavj §/& i LaL
aChod8k (2012, s. 4) vo svojej | i astkovej gt ¥di.i
i nov8ci?2i.

ZakladateO te-rie inowvBuoil1912o06epmulSohamperer , Ak
zmi ewpiubal iAKT&ceioiri e der wirtschaftlichen EntwiocklI |
Zzmi en (Kekl i k, M. (2003poulBvVoBdk e2 M®6E )e:jdandme c hni k
priemyselnom odvetv? doposi aO prakticky neznsgm
ama keti ngov®ho zabezpelenia viroby; (2) zavégdza
virobkov, resp. ptvodninoh Twiir ovld kasvt nwyszSmaani u jr¥#csipc h
z2skavanie a poug2vamae¢endbElpboli oabebpov berowvhm®a
tieto ug predtim exgahobw8tii ¢ HBoreddmyvederdei neviejr i b Yc i
organi z8ci e (napr . z2skani e monopol n®ho postayv
preni kani e na rkaw® yt rthryh,u.z Menress @tgr Schumpéterov
ge za inov8cie sa povagurje/ anti2evineen naobvsionl k¥t,n ek tnoorv®
na danl trh alebo virobn% jednotku.

Pivodn§ Schumpeterova t everQka mb oninao grse cubs'sa tietouc zopr roave
pr8ce zameriavaj ¥ pr edov g e podnikunporrenapts¥abentay R. @69 i a d e n

a2001,BaumoIW.J.2002,RotpwelIR.,Gardiner 1985),~ prilom prevl §
i nov8ciuo&karVvlisppdakymvekypns mitokInn pef ekdtedm,n?a i
podOa ZWEBCD 4l ebo z8kona | . 172/ 2005 zZ. z.

Avgak, za inov8cie mogno povagoyaé aj linnosti,
Yal i noki ndw8caipegiz gi eho uhla pobOBHDej(vsB®aaedefr
Green Paper oh nnovat i on roky @09 | BE&En¥Xkaj ¥ nov® tdimegeni ¢
umogRuje uspokoji S potreby jednotlivca a spololn
Pojem inov8cia | eeyiedtnormiadn ek smplorj@tndfeho vIirobku
nov®ho organizal n®ho uspori agamixa, Ktor ® ®@aoliino¥:

povagowadSs|lleeklgckbEkebmnivdhvopaovT clktor I® mmaosd@l,kaj % s
reail z8ci e.

Vgeobecne platn® fhkhk®osgahkt e @Ghboudk§kil)aGi nov a

(1) nejeedpnpasni postup riadiacich orgg&nov naj ma
anevhodng8 |l egislat?2va, (,3)( 4ma I nSe dnoosttiavt Socki ak vvall si kf ui |
pre vikon transferu technol -gi2, mesrianlBab8nEr epod
priemyselnichzplkovhekapi B§l
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Na zlepgenie tohto stavu odpd&r *ploadjp¥ r wv ekdoeom?e r et
priemyselnlminipednai kaimi a zv 1 genle(addmucbomlsektweOudsk
avo firm8ch, zvigeni eypo@niakalce ®ESP®hae wldasth § meant L

transferudteakzoomh mai dedeavn®ho vI|Iastn2ctva.

Eur - pska komi mara200rdekdnetEaiy i- pap2@®_@ 9Ot avuj Yci strat
roku 2020. Medzi j €] priority ipmdaw&ciaj, ipnotdeploirgoel
m§8 byS 3 % HDRavedud Iskuem &hkoo ci eO pre vgetky kreé
vytTlenTch 7 iniciat2v typu vlajkovej | ode, me d :
azamestnanosS, pzrl2esptguepnui eb uriSkmeapas eaB h § polln % i ®mau pr e
zlepgenie podni kat eOsk®ho prostredia, najm2 pre
Vn8vmaw eri 81 u | nnawky|201% 20® Vpil tsiokban o st i Mi ni sterstyv
SRktorT bol prerokovan®Mi wios tvd rédtev oS Rh alslip abuldgrOsltly ja e
vdnedgnej dobe sa verejn® investz2cie dwl skzudreul §v a
zni guj %, 1o bude maS z8&8badWtnkwpstyko dioab ®has th Oiardo

zn2 geni e tvilcdhatvok oovb Ilvasti achnpoxictetdpdpp®Phoe hdafi
m§ negat2vnykompkyvemai esacshomnosS ekonomi ky ako t
vl aj kov® i nuikcaizautj2evys aEU @ae p o d ppoordan i ikmaywiag| nhilcahv nak
astrednTch, 7 ®&kljaeddiniTcnh zno§ st roj ov zabEBupepsehémlmo r
i noval n®ho hodnotenia vyplTva, ¢ge Sl owendk & kjae
i noval nej mdtkronndetiskapiny tzv. dobiehaj%cich k
zal ogenlT len na | acnej pracovnej sile, je nedos
ako neefekt2z2vna sa jav?z pepdpod&8daonszkanyymovewvegi
pracovn?2kov.

CieO a met - -dy

CieOom pr2spevku je odpovedaS na opdcah®adu nra! zankyec
hodnopenbdv kagimfi EW 27, V4 skrajinamivs k upi ne (tzv. dab®ehaj %
by mal i byS opatrenilhup¥%tenad epgeni e tohto stavu

Pri sk¥man2 inovat2vnej oviehe¢egkoe SétbvedaSkay ol
v T s k u mo Global Entrepreneurship Research Association (GERA)medzi n&r odn ®h
akademi ck®io vIiskumn®ho zdrudgeni a 7 awslikanag uj ¥%c eh
Global Entrepreneurship Monitof Na | e j | &m orGEMY , vistupom | e na,j
a k ademi c koBlastyjgodaittanial 8v s k ¥Yama Yl ohu podni kania v n§tr
prostredn2ct vomc hoarhakloevrainskep dklivip dhatlivdova aike @) ich
postojov a agpir8ci?. Okrem toho tieg sk¥ma ak®
n8rodnej Yar ovoni podporuj % podni kanie, a ktor® b
krajiny, bolopotrte n® posilni S. Slovensko sa pogtwdil & r 8y glz:
vroku 2012( Pi | k 0 k@.,2013. Ne&8rodnim koordin§torom tohto
Fakulta managementu Univerzity Komendk®hagentB¥aa
pre rozvoj mal ®ho a stredn®ho ploidansitkkaonvi 8 . g tnvad ige? |
at echnol ogi SRTosobitnea®ssM,erktvor % publ§imkcovalieeg8AVav pr
Centra excelentnosti SACE ST A. Pougiamalsthgpm@ry dy

Vi sl edk

| mpl ement 8cia programu Eur - -pa 2020 sa hodnotil a
2010 (n8stroj na komparat2vne hodnotenie inoval
vybranlch kraj2n véEg8baha Gvoakuei2aldelsllga vAn kltyozoval a
v2 7 | l enskl ch Chgya 8 ®tchhkaED Ias |l andu, Maced: - nska,

aTurecka. Hodnotenie ino2al okpzoVabeOosti kporz®s:t
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i noval méeoht fddcah hl avnl chk azlowm2trel el de&kt or ® kompl
vikonnosS ngrodni odv avlinslkcuhmrk$aggbdtoRrmov n diVk §t or e s a
viozmedz2 od O ako najhor g2t opadt ol haldononem®mm@x.h §
nzzko. Krajiny boli rozdel en® tmod Qe v@r in@7sd r2uw rh o«

Gv®ds ko, DE§nN&meckF®)njskionoaval n2i mad:edve ®k &I iBar i
Bel gi cko, Rak %s k o, Hol and&ko, Cyps ke, ISlixeonmsk ®k o
krajiny s%h okolo priemeru EWZ2#4S5:t . Pjortug®ad)skomi €r
Gpaniel sko, Gr ®c k o, Mal tas| MaNar s &®BtREnoiGskok 6 , 2 S|
Lotygsksko,LitBaul har

T
o O =

:T('DOCD\S‘B;UQ__'

oo x

©Sooc

analyzovan? i novat2vnej or iGé rotb®d inee h &1 omoern s
|kania (Nahejyval e®hGEWM)Y odi Eu podni kamhoa t ak,
tkomdendcie nowlirdh, pgkdabuz@ satua raa h @ gppoysotévuakjt ¥y a
produk| n® hrani d.eA 1d9odp2r)e.d uV T(skcuhmu mpEM es k Yama  t
ovanie sa oozsahu, \a k 0 m produkt alebo slugba, ktor % p
torTch al ehoo, atvigeed k egB8é&damnekto alebo naop
kt. I novat2vnymi p ni kateOmi s¥% teda tak?2,
aspoR pre nkea&tdr h%zBkazmi8kov adomikeo ¢gi ad
produktu alebo S gby. DruhTm analyzovar
ska vyug2vania technol -gie.

933

op

N Q0T S5 QO —+T T
So —= —
O
QD
=

Zviskumu GEM vyplTva, ¢ge celkovo je na Slovens
ktorlch mogno ozntagd&d maj wnpvaddkinychkt or | ich z
as ¥4l asne nemaj 2 veOa konkurentov. A k por ovn§me

poliatolnej podniekabéOsvkal miakpiodini katseOmi , et a
i novat 2 vmenej(8,4%)azne

A k porovngme priemern® hodnoty podi elparadi¢ novat 2
Slovenskay ednot |l i vich skuping&ch podOa okawdi2ellul ,i rjcev azt
v e Omi z|l 8 poztdhwmkvasv&d BN mpadd kiesto bd kr aj ¢Ew)r, - paek o( 23 .
resp. 22. miesto2 6 kr sjkump)i nev kr aj 2 n, ktorTch rozvoj je z
miesto22 4 kr aj®8mrj kiray2n V4 (posledn® miesto).

Lo sa tTka druh®hmwmowattsvwmuesut ih,odinehenpraedmet om b

poug?2vaj ¥% podni katelia nov® technol -gie.

Zanallzy vypllva, ge 57,4 % poliatolnTch podni
technoktagee22a9 % poudg2va nagwmos fhaegi epcrhzhpoa dleg ir ®
etablovanTch podni kat eOov jleo htoe rjtacs npeo dviyepll TA3,, 5 §%
podni kat e Oto@a dmosgknao vzy u g2 vani e naj ntoont2a hp rt2epehchen
menej i novat2vmymeh.i noWat 2pvonrocseSnapbbivanbthl cphpodai
zhOadi ska vyug2vania naj novg?2ch technol - gi 2, z
umiestnenie vo svete (4. resp. 5. mies®4 kr &jua n)pe | 1. r2eés pk.r a3 .2 nmi, e snie
krajin a mi , ktorTch rozvoj je zalog2al knaj metilekt akaoo

krajinami V4 (1. resp. 2. miesto).

Ak sa pozrieme na Nalmgorowrnd8me e&klog pmidnd Xalkn aj iat
SVojej skupi net enniagf hopa ym @ mehno8dvname v ndv8acij enm@ 6P
mi est o) . A k S| o vheondsnkoot emdé r opvandSumyeg g B B odnot enou
vgetkTch aspektGoah| padskeamni pagmi ankeabdzsg§g§jyamvp
oi nov coizedfi-0e(I8 9agzo ¢gk8ly 1 najhorgie, 5 najlepgie

Zo zhrnuti a medzi n8rodn®ho porovnanlpnorpoovchnaunezno

skrajinami_ EU, sWd,j ev sjkluipa msyk avyipl T v a, gev naj hor
ATransf ewd skemyidmset enzm 1, 87, Eupr ipleo m prieme e3n& r a
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vskupine je 2,18. Wor oviEam? psu je na posvpedoohainahi3 s mi es
ktorTch rozvoj je zalogenl na ef ekt 2pomonsan?2 sa
skrajinami V4 je na posl edniosnkumui nie st ak Adlrlao
hodnotenou podmi enkou. Spoc@dzrien2kr ajegfho Epodmy e
Gvajliarsko.

omto mieste treba poediaemenhSadgevilskhgunsd ata v
upne dotvS8rraokHoz00 SEmwvieps%k@imvo pat ent ov®mu d
§gok patpnd@aClh@hﬂﬁlktalm@@Dle)as|szd)(()arloctfmel)§zc
o mu tecm®|rmleulsegav)m1armalra| ekoOkon§sarbeny§vZ§lIo¢vnda| zZ8C
kTch gkol 8ch, ktorlT umogRUJema/JeeteIgmrhmta/Iysog
ch podmienok ho mogno vyugdgi S na paduiglatte Osk
p . prenajaS majetok za nigfjesneggemn®pakopij &c
priemgslom.

Vr §mci Iegt§ta'efvyp~odp\oTr\eoj\£aTszk%mlzadiefinovan® ce
vedecket e c hnol ogi c k®novplawrokjyo v ®v lesekmunt @ 180 ga ¢ k @ x iisntkwjb’g t
istimuly prvel voljskumsdaedkom s¥% prv® pozit2vne,

podnikania vo vede @l s k u moezp Slavenskej technickej univerzityBir at i sl av e, Gi |
univerziy vGi | iKmejia e s o snahou evcyhbnuod oovgai Sc kvie dpeacrkko.

Sovensk§viveldwmmsav §la& trpia finan| nou poddi menzov
dovoOuje zatiaO Iepozrrre§jvzeicne§jrodB%k[sde,agelWeaneum
dosaehnutie kriticklTch hodntt potrebnlTch na presac
strane ina t o, aklT je z8ujem zo strany MSP zavsg8dza
technol - gi 2, Gt §v nsak uno moer pnaan §v edaa b &t r(aviFy SNRS P 2j0

vprogramerOizPoEDosn 3,6 mIiT@QOEGBr Shavenkko200Rr 8va
at ak i sto mogjintou hcoidun oo Sprivi 6R. vDdpacaNMH B&R ot
vliastne inovuj ¥%ce pskutdnn kgyS,s¥ak dys anohrmenibly Sadr es §
jednotiek na Slovenskurpku 1994w or ove b 88 ngm materfiedPbra®@rla. 2028 . z
vosvojej |iastkovej vI skOhnonde§jk ,s pArvg vteb kuwivo§ldDzAadjt % tlvik
hl §si |l d90alkymern nych spodmi k oovk,r ean. sSAVa vysoklch ¢
u st an oMaiice 8ldvenskej; naprotitomulvn ov al nej potl ejtti kekatl &ggyr isa

ug Il en 40 jednotiekfi. Vedeear los kiunmguy,y e e ipenSlod Bai ac
stimuluj %com prostred?, vzhOadom na ovhbtouazn¥s z
aschopnosSou podni kowJv siknuvmaist cAkaS t®d ov eadAtzadayimi d o d
mz d a mi konkuruj¥% |l acnou pmav@cmnéu isivieps uk IZnaitki a
mzdami.

Ak sa egtel svire8dtkiome AT rva nsskfuentuud wnead ySlaovensku, naij
spomedzi jednotlivich dimenzi? dosahuje dimenzi
firmy. A oHloncoit enm§ eh (2, 14) Nal eko odRopm znad® vimedhrmo tv
3),ideopozit2vne prekrolenie priemernlich hodntt. M
mieste s kupine kraj2n na 2. mi este. Naolpalli mamaz ihdo

zast8va dimenzia ADot&8ci e npo rzervsrkaarm?i es amoiv ] Ebr -
askupiny sa Slovensko idneelkohoSad a pnin@g i2el . h o necstt een ¥a

Sl ovensku. Druh8 najhorgi aolj-egid2 mea zs \ae tAcwaljp o¥rao
vpor ovrEanm2 pkruaja nami zo skupierOyni, sll@abeypevfedks i«
vedecket ec hni ckej z8kl adne na vytvs8ranie venture
svetovej Yar ovnit.eniNaj AT qinesifsékmughmudie doyod®a | nnova
Scoreboar?0lld osahuj e Gvajliarsko, ktor® je povagovan
za inovalwi@&ho all2nerja vi k@asn es tpir eklo@m § & jou gv e t kryo kk rza
sebou(lnnovation Union Scoreboar2011 S . 17) . Toto postavenie zod
as2ce GCR ( WEF) , kde Gvajliarsko vedi e rebr 2|

atechnologickej pripravenosts¢hwab 2012s. 11).
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Slovenskoa nach8&dza na 23. mieste ako posgimedn®&U2d7 . s
Ako vyplynulo zv I s Kk u mu kQEoM,®hzo sme pr i analyzovan? i nov
prvotne vych§8dzal i, i novat 2 vnospo hsQaxMusSrpzaknizc h (plo

i novat2vnosShpPadins kat pOooawskanl ch virobkov alebo
podni kah @®Ddivs ka Vyug?2vanej notveacth?pmibbesgibserbovantal m v
najnovg2ch technol  -gi 2 porld a$lodwnénsaku euvyakd zowja¥ 2v
hodnoty, | sa tTka uvs8dzania produktoov rka otrdlth
e
8§
p

0
z§roveR neexistujemeepDan&ronkuosmrnporvovugahv vir az
vypllva z8Jeratofet amkopan? podnlkatella na Sl ov
i novs8cie as2vne prij2maj¥%, neg by mali snahu ic

Transfervedya T skumu sa na Slovensku vwizmadnijr nnadhto§\g
Najhoy i a si tduiSmemzijS8c hv dot §ci 2 na z2 s kraansi teYacneo vflicrhm

aefektivity podpory vedeckb e c hni c k e j z8kl adne na vytvS8ranie

novej technol - gias pnoaR sjveed noevje Jastever horvonli o gvi ¢ k e j ob

Sl ovensko svoj hospod8rsky rast postavilo na pt
investorov m§8 byS kvalifikovan§ par®tpiemetomacnsg p
OECD (100) na YaNemecku je td 648. @p mial wm | v at ku tohto prc
otom, ¢ge nastane | as, keN sa bgUé& | avesesfgou pres
asva@]| gou ochotou v §dlaRoovs&k ytu@av\ays. died Swo k§rasky r ¢
postaveniprnaac olvan®ejejsi |l es%| ass§ wiv@damupesivoj om

zapoji S domics&uwme®e d®KE a d natarhe® n® dpao nti &k laon e |
Azel en%i inovaln®mu duchu. Nie je tottomprorwo gn® Vi
vystaven? oWS SStneseuln gkio gaitcoe .v i Saict uk8rciitai cjke8§ ,0 ge vl a:
oceliarne nem8 |l en hospod§8r skyi | mll eopaljw wlodtiTtch kT
regi -noch, ale aj penpadec® odGOoddRaIRD49k onku

OdpoveNou na ot 8zku, porbd lacs t d 0 § anfowj8ec i 31 d vaekn sskloa bw
iz§very z okr¥%hl ehor§§moi aprzoj dRau lsA Pdvdkmesikd cihn dWSE
kt or T i zoawalna N&r odn§g agent #4r me dmr®h o r @owWaji k an@ il &
predstaviteOov Aut ok lvaisaoaer, T cBx irmbalnikzyova®A¥Yh apr
priamych zahranilnlTch invest?2ci?2 sa dosBtatveldye
avl skumu, obl astaij zv2skavania vediectkkonEskeame¢h ap
vpraxi, ako ivo bl ast i organizalnlch inov8ci 2. (2) Sl ove

schopndcsﬂabeu wolglasti investovania do vedyval s k umu, ohl astaijj =av2skav
vedeckovIiskumnlich mezsn atdknpeax, m)pajvolb§<a|se|vorganizz

i novs8ci 2. Tu sa argumentuj e aj t T m, ge podni ky
pracovnej sily tak, ako sn t o ug uvs8dzal.i vyggi e. ( 3) Ponuka
Val gina MSP nem8 ochotu prlpustuéhd«nlmkéyan?akj
vigky pomoci sYs prehmare®agRiezi mielr ek ppiez®mk §aev
ako pas2zvny investor. (4) hakstb&t @3 gh s pzo chlab Spg @od
VeOk8 va| gimlulb§trareachv s% inovalne neakt2vne po
hl avne n2zky n8j om.

MSP slabo vyudg2vaj¥% fondy ako CI P, 7. RP, GF
kongtat o¥yRISm8me mwedostatok inovalnej motivsg8cie
vobl asti technol ogi ckTch i novs8ci 2, tomeandesterit at ok
olak8vaj ¥ podrkirkdtkey@Os k® rglz&my osm, 10 n8&sobnl zi sl
tthuaosobi tne neveria univerzitgm. Akademi ck8§8 sf ®r
oi noval nomipeg ojcee spr iapmlaveaBs mac h noktadr T je gtati s
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Vprvom rade je potrebn®, aby efekt2vnejgie fungoc
veduav T skum; cieO 3visKHDRPudpl aeddytati g pre vgetky
potrebrna® i &zdgr antovl syst®m (odstr8&ni S byrokrac
gtruktur 8l nych fondov), zabraRovaS korupci.i P
gtruktur 8l nych fondov (zodpovednou kontrol ou v
prehodnoti S z8&8mer transform8cie APVV, |l epgi e zaj
pogi adavkou je fungovanie i noval n®hpmtentoyasid, ®mu , |
zvigenzm kvality publikal meO®OkT nvl b npGarkey o ufyvs o kva p
gpecializ8cie treba na technologickl transfer \
iniciat2vou vedecklch pracovn2kov alebo | en sami
SO subveredabd mzvraSa sysrte®m nwazwgtl grveam.i al e kO%l| ov ®,
vysokTch gkol 8ch vychov§wan?2geku pkordena tkiawiotset,i .i nov
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Anotace

VpS2sphDvku se autoSi vDnuj2moprdébivéwmat iveemkoviskél
| e snkoor avsk®ho pohranil]?. Hodnoceny byly vybran®
a to zpohledud y nami kyprZ[roMmuv t ransf or mal n2ho obdob?2 po
vijimky ylyanlUvbgphvv2ce nedg dvaceti | etech ve
slugeb venkovsk®mu obyvatel stswnwiu.goWN&mp tsd udjitelbad n & ¢
navenkovDi, al kokivaehje §Sephpaevod2thodnocen2 na Y%r o
postihuj2c2ch kvalitu nab2zenlTch slugeb. Z8kl a
byly zji gSov 8nyyb arvoevroldgt h¥sdoabjoek oomsk konci 80. |l et m

je pS2spiNvkesni ko soul asn®m phkotmaveansd ul ssk®ltd
aprohl ubuj2c2ch se soci prosmi.ch a ekonomicklch roz

KI'2] ovg sl ova
d ugby, venkov, hodnocen?2 zmDn
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Annotation

In this paper the authors deal with the issues of services for the population in model rural regions
of BohemiarMoravian borderland. Selected services (education, health care and retail) were
assessed from the@exct of the dynamics of changes during the transformation period after the year
1989. Aside from minor exceptions, the development in the elapsed period of more than twenty years
has followed a pattern of moderate increase in availabilitgen¥ices for lte rural population.
Therefore, ahypothesis on the decrease in availabilitysefvices in rural areas was not confirmed,

even though it must be taken into consideration that the assessment was carried out based on absolute
numbers, not taking into accauthequality of the services offered. A field survey formed the basis

of theassessment, collecting also data on facilities available in rural municipalities at the end of
1980s. Theaper is a contribution to the discussion about the current positioth®f Czech
countryside ircontrast with the strengthening globalisation and deepening social and economic
differences irspace.

Key words
services, countryside, analysis of changes

JEL classification: R11, R12, R23, H4

=
v
<
(@]
o

Vivoj |l esk®ospolcel M®EBt9 byl ve znamen? s2]2c2ch
parametrT (vybavenost Yaz e m?2 plriagxkdamiplatReyviaa®h
st Sedi skov® soustavy os2dlen?2 a zvyguj t™Musll, se kot
M¢el | er pOmMBYP. mvdelu glo o centr&8lnhD S2zenou di
z8roveR citeln® narugen2 obslugnTch funkc?2 mDst
dochg8zhekm S2zenim zphRDtnim Wpdel §maERBenid § k Tooh mTe
ovgem vn2m8no jako principi8ln? omezen? obsl ug
(stSediskovich i nexntN&ea kird lkcdiv Ttcyhp e ¢ hp ot emgkmov av
vyvol §vanepdiamySeni eht sroxcvii8d mMNDne@rrovnost 2, tak | a
ze zahranil? (Moseley a kol 2004, NBrgaard 2011
S212c2 keorkemtruace ugeb, kter§& patS2 mezi k1l 2] ov(
(Murray 2007), znameh®@&merglen2f i glmyg bpjo s(kmpa lug ¢l h o c
preciznhD vol2 | okaomtpremBv® pedkok§k? . pWVostor n
DobSe viditeln® je to na pS2kladu maloobchodu,
virazp®k sprovoznhi, tak i prostorovilD koncentrova
Vliesklich re8li2ch obchoemkofviskimghpookapmnld, odalys z
a to i tradi | n2 spot Sebn?2 drugeostvWa (L3sdnotean)kow
prostoru tak ztr8c2 | astbipeshedBfe pbugbay§rkd er
udr guj 2c?2 soci8§8ln2 strukturu venkovsklch obc2 (I
slugby buNto ugodSRivepopstsoi |l pebenkbos| ®ze toto
zaS2zen?2 veSejnich slugeb (pobgmao Ykplaprodabra
kneg8douc?2 transfor maci soci 8ln2 s2thN a V@Ani ku A
(Shaw 2006, Kgan et al. 2009b).

Slugby a obchod jsou ned2lnou soul|l 8st2 kagdodenr
zahraniln2 vizkumy zewewybay difp dnfrastrucsire(Epdoro Atkase 2006 m
Directorate General 2008)powa z uj 2 na skutelnost, ¢ge rozd2ly me:
zat2mco v pS2padhD mNst se hiotedyS2zta §smMr phyws&n 2 | (
iomezen2 nNRkterTch obslugnich funkc?2, wempS2pad]l
infrastruktura jako takovs. HovoS2me zde zej m®n
p®l e, gkol as ptod ke® em skl lcthurarkM i vit §ch. Dochg§8z2 ta
kontaktT a soci 8l n2 kohezi v kontrastu mRDsto vs.
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2 . C2]l e a metod

Hl avnzm c2l em I I 8§nku j e anad ytzovwat slkw@eh i toabty
vevenkovsk®m prostoru bRhtearmw pd winw | VM ythr §nvy ud Wae k\Ea
vl esthoor avs k®m ipRyhgtadiide nada Feorlngtkeaj ngmp8§dov® o
srozg2Senou pTsobnost2, SO ORP). Nebyl getSen ce
gkol stvz, zdravotnictvz, soci 8l n2 slugby (z8&st
komer | n2ch sl uget)p.dn&Kovamz i tVatoivwmM vybavenosti C
vmodel ovich venkovsklich regionech navazuje na p
komparativn2 YroveR (Szczyrba et al. 2006).

se prostorov® LRst@ant mad e C(kyzdxié%n;pére%(cnhn Si1le
ch kategori? slugeb ve veSejn® datab§zi
89 mesédetevVhechyr ggiromceec h2 0 IpIr otverd@mn2v v 1 z kL
20l8aktualizat?2 3da2d1%. Metodicky vIizkum 1
a konci 80. | et 20. stol et? proved.]I na
Set $en? ob!ansk(®9\8y7bavdjradsgt2riamm%‘tdmjliicka)uutcb$\isp!
ciauk.a (2003), kterT pro hodrbocczecrh2 z%rzoevm? Btrra
roce 1989 vy cle§zelspenlktmiovnj2ihno® vzi zkumz e m¥ skyt
kum nahrazovaler¥d ana koo nscliu gsbo8cciha, | ikstt i 8 m®ho ob
Sen?2 oblansk® vybavenosti slugeb, bohugel do

o x
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k J|Q/4vbgHJonaznaIeno, pSedstaVUJ2 s |
onomi ckTcH umigloy$§h2j ejnieptS2t omnost s |

2dl enz, Ot 8nzlkloeumuj ep, o dzodban ®jhie¢g kkdho v b B k
voj i pod2] ej 2 slugby? Nebyl a sice

yvatelstva za slugbami, nicm®nnN kvan
ou
s k
zn

r—O-NO)
— = <
,—.-05
QJCQ)
3
wn
=}
QD

~vypov2doahclzedheominnoatupSeSdchoz2 skutelnosti byl
Il venkov proch8z2?2 jig dsetgpnBobe vhkhampt mp
aky omezov8n2 slugeb bydl2c2mu obyvatel stvu.

ST W OoO<Oo0O0 G
oo < T XO

determi nant

enkovsk® regiony pawlsemxsyvowbBrmigyafliekloiu o
na z§sb®mR | 8stelnhN zasahuje do prostoru t:
o] sobm'ljzeﬂamadnhmdetermlrla)rmt]'rorvmzn\go”eeh%zeonh)z
ovan® venkovsk® ¥Yzem? vykazuj e el§andamidd kol uchho
zatel T ve srovn8§n2 se zbytkemniizcehm2 plogpsud & | rnep
dopravn2 dostupnost . Yize 2 sa az &rlowWe R |wlka 7z wjj2 1
| ugdeabn &M venkovsk®m ¥zem2,

Sl edddzaenn® j e t vo Seonhoo 5n9a oBoycsetnSi,c kzu ( SO ORP Byst:
na Polilsku (SO ORP Polil ka) 20. Charakterem jd
obyvat el (29 na BystSicku a 1adnMa2Pslei Ivykw)a.l uYied
(59 obyv. /kmd) oproti Yazem2 PYLilPoKkaohu7is| edyw.an®hbkmyz
strukturu zobrazuje obrgzek | . 1.

Vdl ouhodob®m (po roce 1989) populalnzm viv
Bystc®o, kde doch§gz? k Yabytku obyvat el ] ak
vyl i dRov § bc2 je pro BystSicko tDame2006] ji § ¢
PonRkud o nT popul aln2 vivoPmpobdobpPemaopakPc«

n
d
km2r n®mu n u poltu obyvatel (viz tab. 1) .

2 0
i g
8r Ts
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Srovng8vsg8mebN sl ogky cel kov®ho pS2r Tsvtlktug 2o bnylraotue |«

nanDm pod212 migrace. Zat 2?2 ohec o h® tdredr§dfBaadhind delbg2i hoon T
kezvigen2 z8porn®hpemighakz8zkem2ehl dapgduj eme opal
se st§vaj2 pSitaglivimi pr ocelikgova®m yp S2ar Ttsot kzue jvne
obdob?2 za pozornoshtl ubupp t? pSedeabeipiakpvegnteuctak na By
vz8zem2) , v regionu Polil ska nm2mpra®&mud o8 roT sztau uop

(vlivem venkova).

Obr . 1: S2del n2 struktura obc?2 sl edovan®ho zem?2

Obyvatelstvo
Sidelni struktura obci v roce 2011

[ ] mens nez 199
[ 200- 499
[ 500 - 999
I 1000 - 1999
B 2000 avice

D Hranice SO ORP Bystfice nad Pernitejnem a SO ORP Policka

;i< o D

\ N - b
\\ oy
\wngy

0 55 110 220 km
I I I B

o

Y

- SO ORP Bystfice nad Pernétejnem a SO ORP Politka

Kraje €R

Zdroj: RYSesdterikny® SLDB 2011
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Tab. 1: Popwdmtimé alaDjem? sl edovanlch venkovskl
SO ORP By
nad Perng SO ORP Po
centrum | z 8§ z e| centrum zZ8ze
1992 9196 12635 8989 10501
Stav obyvatelstva k 1.1. 2002 9026 12028 9188 10389
2012 8571 11788 8971 10718
|l ndex zmBDny pqg 2012/1992 93,9 93,3 99,8 102,1
Narozen:? 19922001 910 1261 1003 1186
20022011 820 1129 919 1084
ZemSel 2 19922001 684 1726 668 1208
20022011 741 1444 895 1073
- 19922001 1318 2338 1585 2002
2
PSistRhoval 20022011 1174 2262 1430 2310
Vvst Dhoval?2 19922001 1607 2452 1500 2145
y 20022011 1723 2228 1770 2003
PSirozeni &2 19922001 226 -465 234 -22
P 20022011 79 -315 24 11
Mi falnz sald 19922001 -289 -114 85 -143
g ’ 20022011 -549 34 -340 307
o z 19922001 -63 -579 319 -165
2
Cel kovl pS®rTs 000 470 281 316 318
Zdroj: vliastn?2 zpracov§gn:-
Dal gdemt grminant T je dopravn? obslugnost Yaz e m2 v

spol eddho&8z28na na osobn? dopravu a neusté8le se z
mi mo veSejnou dopravu, pro venkovsk® obyvatel st
doprava hodnocena jako dTlegitl fooWt odi flewalnictiya
(OuSedn2d®kl)etj emalt.ato charakteristika hodnocena
ve vgedn?2 den. Dle tohoto krit®ria bylo vytvoSe
dobrou. V tabulcenbced?2 jedeoprévo¥vedkbasbufhodstii pro

PSedQvgzm v dTsledku geografick® pol shbhyspdnidmpr
By sck & i Pro vDtgicka (7238992 biyd aBydotp$iavn2z obslugnost

vel mi §,gpmamniDj g2 hodnocen? si vyslougily obce n
regionT dos8hla hodnocen2 vel mi dobr® dopravn?
Lesk® republiky ve velikostn?2 kameg@@ritin® a @0 md
dopravn?2 obslugnosti veed2jlhou dopravou (OuSedn?2|
Tab. 2: Hodnocen2? dopravn?2 obslugnosti ve venkov
SO ORP BystSice SO ORP Pol il
absolut|relativniabsolut|relati vn]j
vel mi dol 1 2,6 1 5,0
br 8§ 2 51 3 15,0
st Sedn? 9 23,1 7 35,0
gpatnsg 17 43,6 7 35,0
vel mi gpsé 10 25,6 2 10,0
Zdroj: vliastn?2 zpracovgn? podl
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Kvantitativn?2 anallza obslugnost
StNgejn2 | §st nageho pS2sphNvku je zamNSen§ na
venkovsk®ho prostoru na pS2kladu vybralna&vmn2zmbD s
zdrojem dat byldatnenm®n#aze npr T(zMaizm8 nvk ovg§ 2001 )nNao (

.

oaktualizaci3ls.ta¥.u 30u3ebN&ksl eduj2c?2 hodnocen ]
s | ugceebn tvr ec h regionT (1) matpdjckhmzppremipbm(@pc?
interpretace visledkT.

Logicky centra regionT progla za posl edn? dvi

venkovsk® z8zem?. Kvantitati vsnkly tao viawnd Iciht astliuvgrelb
vevgech sl edovanlch kategori?2ch. Mi mo maloobchodn
rozvoje, signifd&klagzoh slbzglb§chyv] etmnwhD tHDch veS

tala t®eNS| b@glk®@wc zmdntye ¢ KCeu Tkr

€ ag
gkol sklch slugeb zTs > 1
l ed zmDnByspBskiytonvaRlch ®bugb:

zmDnillep gR mu. PSeh

I 3.

Zpr Tzkumu vyplynulo, YYugeveki ppakytpvabh®chozd?ayovw
sl edovadmsitch JWle pSedevg2m o viditelBystpSakliesn.or
(praktickl | ®kaS pro ddPodpNic@n sdsoTgsoatkb Noht oz ad? &
slugeb. |1 kdyg nezn8me detailn?2 ¢dg3vbBdihep?tm benby
BystSici n. P progla mnat mioazldiz4daco’d aPodeddkpyu lvakt2g.?

pracovn2cuhramdsg®m vpr Tmysl u) .ok&lmc n®n8® jeixg spSedl
vezdravotni ck® vybRu kebyasnemocncdy®ws tmPisa iz 1. p. Aj ent
zaS2zen? . D @dné jomeo,bd@®@éd 2 v byl a Polil ka klasifikov
zat2mco BystSice n. byla stSediskem 1. $8du ( Mar

Tab. 3: ZmhDny v paechtl1989a2082zen? sl ugeb v

Byst Si cg .

nadP)e/rngtej Fel il

1989 2013 1989 | 2013

- " MG 6 4 5 5
GKOLSTVE 7 G 5 > 3 3
Gymn8zia a o0st 2 4 2 4

PraktickIl | ®ka 5 4 3 3

PraktickIl | ®ka 10 5 4 6

Stomatolog 8 4 4 10

ZDRAVOTNI CGynekolog 1 1 2 2
Zdravotni ck® g 1 1 1 3

L®k 8r na 1 3 1 4

Speci 8l n2 zdr &g 10 11 5 4

Domovy pro dit 0 1 0 0

SOCI CLNé& S Domovy pro seniory 0 0 0 1
Domovy se speqa 0 1 0 6
Potraviny a st 13 8 20 16

MALOOBCHOD Ng§kupn?2 stSedi 3 0 0 3
PrTmysl ov® zbgd 17 47 45 128

Zdr oj : Mazg&8nkovsg§ (2011), Schaffer

sp§dovich ¥zem?2ch center
o skikyrt @jvawniD.c hl sed ugdIS®@ hv Iploy
h s ) eC

Ve
patrng§ po
i 2 ugeghe,l asvtoa Iipomi anal 60

e
h kategor.i
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dokonce se pol et prodejen potravin oproti roku
pozitivn2 a plat2z jen pro maloobchod ale i jin®
Zaj2?mavost?2 je, ¢ge al kol iv polheotd oobbly vkalteesl§ ,z 8 zackm?2
viznamnhD nepodz2] 2 na rozsahu slugeb. Lze pozoro
zdravotnickich slugeb (praktickl | ®kasSceorolDtdps p
vz8§zem2 ORP Polnékapr ®dtail geank posu89 j e soobduasng |
venkovsklichp$Sedcoborzim, soecialistick®m obdob2 neb

v centrech (viz tab. 3 a 4).

Tab. 4: ZmhNDny v poltu zaS2zeadi orybakanBg hPBil ulgelb
vletech 1989 a 2013

ORE BYEL S gap pg
nadPer ngt ej 2 87 @ i
z8§8zem?

1989 2013 1989 | 2013

: " MG 11 14 14 15

GKOLSTVE 77 13 13 13 | 11

PraktickIl | ®kK 3 3 7 8

PraktickIl | ®kK 5 8 5 6

Stomatolog 4 6 5 2

ZDRAVOTNI C Gynekolog 2 4 0 1

Zdravotnick® 4 5 5 5

L®k 8r na 1 2 2 1

Speci 8l n2 zdr 0 0 0 1

Domovy pro dBnp 0 0 0 1

SOoCI CLNE& S/ Domovy pro seniory 0 1 0 0

Domovy se spe 0 2 0 2

Potraviny a s 33 34 29 33

MALOOBCHOD Ng§kupn?2 st Sed 3 0 1 2

PrTmysl ov® zb 3 4 5 6
Zdr oj : Mazg&8nkovsg§8 (2011), Schaffer
Prostorov® zmDny d2#redlakj 3 igbrb§4loy ulveepd2oaddl | agd lac
vit§?2 zmNDny a prostorovvl zhabm.Dj gajm vaprvadD§mnedr
Lokalizace zaS2zen? zdravotnicklch slugeb je pr
t Dchto gi8pgem2 ma severon8madnz2aokraj i i Bywsitcsh cka,
venkovsk® Yz e m? Polilska je dobSe pokryto zdr a
Bystr®) . Poskytovg8n2 soci 8l nzch slugeb na venkc
hl avnhD ve mDsnhéch) ugNgv®esasdie8llovan®m ¥zem2 zobr
nejvariabil nDj g? je skupina maloobchodn?2ch prod
obc2ch Polilska a t®mNDS ve vgech obc2ch na Byst S

218




Sbornzk pSaX¥lpnNwkeTz i kolgkvimdan @ gi on § | n 2 ¢ Waltice D8 & 4013

Obr . 2a: Obslugnost obc? cue & e R ddbeHs1®dO @ BOAY egi one
gkol sk8 zaS2zen?

Zdr oj : Mazg&8nkovsg§8 (2011), Schaffer

Obr . 2b: Obslugpost obc?2 cvae o eR ddevhnsl®dOa BOLF egi one
zdr [ 2 zen?z

Zdroj: Maz8nkovs& (2011), Schaffer
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Obr . 2c: Obslugnost obc? cvae a e dddulisiRIOa BOAF egi one
zaS2zen? soci 8l n2ch slugeb

Zdr oj : Maz&88&klhaBf §2002011); aktua

c?2 cvae o e tldaehs1RMOm BOLY egi one

Zdroj: Maz8nkovs& (2011), Schaffer

I 220




Sbornzk pS2X¥IlpnNwkeTz i kol§kvimdané gi on 81 n 2 ¢ Waltice D8 & 2013

5 . Z8vDDr

Obslugnost venkova hraje stejnhD dTlegitou %l oho
stabilitu a soci 8l n2 soudrgnost jako zemRDdNDI styv
(2000), mTge ztr §ta z8§kI aXdnzzpcThs odbbi stl ungensl pcohk ofj uennkocs?
vdiTsledku i jejich vynucenl odchod do | ®pe vybayv

ak uk g8zal ngg vstupn?2 vi z kmukno vdao, pmreni?| esnau li & yr
vesledovan®m Yzem2 nijak dramaltnThk@.oBDadA mdpdily o
vodvRDtv2 slugeb obyvatelstvu, ty |l ze vDtginovD |
kategorie slugeb Zaznamenaly ngr Tsty pol tu | ej
signalizuj 2c?2gnnoesntg2. ztr8tu obslu
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VhVOJOVE TENDENCEOVGSR SLUGBA
NA PrcKLADnNn ROAEMC B

DEVELOPMENTS IN THE TRAVELLING TO SERVIC ES ON THE
EXAMPLE OF THE BRNO HINTERLAND

RNDR. JAROSLAV MA R Y CG.

Kated a regi on8l n2 Dep. of RegEconomic&nd Administration
Ekonomickes p r § v n 2| Faculty d Economics and Administration
Masarykova univerzitg Masaryk University
* Li pov 80280Braa, Czech Republic
E-mail: maryag@econ.muni.cz

Anotace

PS2sphRvek je vRhRDnov§gn probl ematice vIivoje spgdo
dotazn?2kovdsmdg=g§tSlemR lzet a ze soulasnosti je p
uzavSenosti jednotlivich obslugnich procesT a |
koncentraln2 tendence Vv maloobdisdRdlaemoby!l fe
doj 2gNkov® vzd8lenosti do hlavn2ch ¢c2I T v nDhDkte
N8kupy prTmyslov®ho zbog2 a za n8kupy textilu a

jsou relativnhD weaw,Seayt @ bpr alkytni® oy ou vgech zkou

KI'2] ov8 sl ova ’
sp8dovost za slugbami, relativn2 wuzavSenost obsl

Annotation

Paper deals with the geographical pattern of higtienlocal retail andservices centers and their
spheres of influence in part of South Moravian regiomi nt er | and of Brno <ci't
migration for retail and services were done, when respondents (the officials of Local Offices) were
asked for main and secondary targetdocal inhabitants in chosen services. Results were compared
with analogical survey from the 80ies. The comparison of changes in the relative closeness of
individual service processes and their hierarchy were made. The most significant changes have
causd a concentration trend in retail net and a new phenomenon in our retdil mgiermarkets.

The result was an increase in commuting distance to the main targets in some service processes,
especially in commuting for purchases of industrial goods andhpses of clothing and footwear.

There was also an increase in the distance that are relatively closed service processes.

Key words
travel to services, relative closeness of individual service processes, main trends, Brno hinterland

JEL classification: Y80

Obecn® pozad?

Vztahy me z i m2stem bydligtnD a m2stem m2stem n
socioekonomick® vztahy a doj2gNku za maloobchod
z8kl adn2ch regionotvornich9p8lo.ce¥ddl(eiadoijnapiky Hd
pravidelnim pohybem, se jedn8 v nagich podm2nksé
AndirBi | 2 k, 1980) a pro jejich anallzu je omezuj?2
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vhodnlch %Y%dmag Tzao rmHKEemMWN a sl ugbami (neexistuje

nedovoluje detailn? pozn8n2? tRNchto procesT mobil
PSi vymezovg&n2 z8zem? stSedisek maloobchodu a s
poug2vs8ny muep;odzak@gepﬁ%@sjednak na vyugit?2 inter
“udajahkzat §rn2ch get Sen?2. PSi pougit? interak]| n2
pat S2 mezi nej l astBDji frekventovan®Wogtraviital @B v e
opportunities model s) . Pol 8t ky pougi t? gravita
n8kupn2ch resp. obslugnTch st Sedi sek mTgeme dat
anket §rn2ho ¢get Brasr fornuiovalvEidIiNiny®h ¢ 1 %2 9) tzv. z8ko
gravitaclpozdRj i nazlvanl Reillyho z8&8konem

PozdRhRj g2 vivoj ved.I k zaveden?2 pravdRDpodobnostn
Reill yho model dovol oval rozdhRDlodh&z2emke jzeaav gt
promRDnnich, napS$S. Wilson (1974) zav§d2? m2sto pol
vpodstathD Yr cPedR epaptt&wky pw omRDnnou atraktivity,

rovnhig vzd8l enastt zye ogamermaloivBmvanou dopravn?

s2deln2ch pomDrech se nejlastDji poug2vsg§ tzv. H i
pat S2c?2 do skupi nyongerzewiztmg | nkRah mahlirdFujse me pr
z§stwpproomNnnou, napS. poltem druhT mbhs$bohprochol Nz
resp. ve slugb8ch, prodejn2 plochou nebo mal oobc

PSi vymezovgn2 sf®r vliivu stSediwek§dwea zHKTIsaodly :a
A anketou ve vybranlch zaS2zen?2ch obsl ugn® sf ®r
A anketou ve vgech s2dlech zkouman® oblasti (na

VRt gina vizkumT zalogenlTch npodantkettd®r mk e ha rgeehiSa

Yar ovoni existuje z-na intenzivn2ch doj 2 gNky, Z-na
PSi anket&rn2ch ¢getSen2ch ve vybranlich za$2zen2.
kterT mi urlujemeemézsahnsep®adaov®hoazZeb.
ZjigSovsgn2 sp8§8dovosti u vzorku populace nejsou
(nap$. Vizkumnil %stav obchodu Praha, UK Praha,
omezenich modelovichnBiégm2gkt SZat?2m eegpvosti
vybavenost 2 proved!I GeograficklI “stav LSAV na
spolupe®grabi GkiSAVY%yt awaemr 1978. Toto ¢get Sen2? by
m2stn2ch n§Momrs chhkl\clhbon§rokld§/chaj/Emn?—q,‘i ngrodn:
dotazov§gni na hl avn? [ vedl ejg2 c2le obyvat el S
prTmysl ov®ho zbog? (el ektrospotSebil T)3,2 la®kplSi k
ng§vgtNvg&ch bhNgnich a speci &8l n2ch slugeb. Z hl e
zjigSovg8&ny za kagdou m2stn? | 8st obce (kromnhD kr
zm2nhNDn®ho ankeefgnahbcki@ho adtGd usdaj T ze sl 21t 8§
vybavenosti 1981 =zpracoval Marys8g (1988) studi i
st Sediska z8kl adn? obsl uhy (v LSSR 419) a z8Kk
pSedstavuj 2 r§mec,uzvaevSIetne/r®1aJd$®lk§teFat0|b\srhmgn® [
bNngn®ho textilu a obuvi, bNngn®ho prTmysl ov®ho z
speci 8l n2ch slugeb

V letech 20047 2006 byl o provedeno anket 8rn?2 get Sen?
organi zoval a Pal ack®ho uni verzita v Ol omouci %
Szczyrba et al ., 2005) . Met odi cky navazoval o na
mi nul ®ho stol et ? a bylo provedendehn? panciVglem?
Jihovichod (Mag2lek, 2006), i kdyg sf®ry viivu

identicky.
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Met od hodnocen?2

Nvek vych8z2 z visledkT aakl elAB016709Igzaget Se S
Nn2ag@rnanutroyv @ e s kM@t adiadleyni enk®d&r n2 get Sen2
uskutelnlng get Sen2 mobility obyvatelstva
i nul ®ho stolet2 Geograficklim YWéwvavermalt $8Y,
7 a 1988), jednak r o0zs albtecm20@4r28ed2068n Mhjag 2vazgeent2 S eMo?
ack®ho OlnomeualtauMasarykovou univerzitou. Ob
y potSebn® Ydaje zjdoujiSow&®emry | 8nerens mornt deml|?2rk?] m
m e
Vv
u

< 0L nm
BCD'O'O

ou c2lenfch dotazT pro z§stupce veSejn® spi
edeny komparati vn?2 anBayIIIazyZJS|egSmm2§ml’amllzdrm|12g]&N1
py m&Mumw@hlgtexthlgumsal aqjitbthwil i | st v2, kadeSni
speC|m§$In&rg|11napS fotograf, opr av&k @gogdk mmpy gi t
Tmysl ov®ho zbognhsk(el e ktnnStksuppoyt CSir@likiugkpue ci §1 n2 ho
b rov®ho zboemotoaj) k|l enoty, auto

W= O © © D U U

<TQST O TR —QT T

—2—1_\/

Get Sen2? bylo provedeno pSes soustavu obecnhn 1

2
dotazov§gni na hlavn2, vedlejg2 a vijimeln® ¢
bylzvol en tak, aby pokrTval JihomoravskIl k- aj
venkov. Get Sen? bylo provedeno v r 8mci-verkawdanT ch
(Vacek,2010VepSek, 2012) , Bl ansko (Bowg ok 202D ,1) Ho
(Lagt Tvkov§, 2012) , TSeb2| (G8k, 2012),, Vygko\
Pot Tl kovsg, 2012) a GNS§r Vreald eS8 Davhd w (gkit IS&Enk o wg ,0
get Sen?2 na vzorku popmnpracet Sedimiddmst 25dBeym2Pp ud | ji &b @
Kunc, J. et al. 2011.

ch
2 | e
a

Po anallTz8ch obslugnlich procesT byly pro vymez:¢
frekvenc? vyugit?2 reprezentuj?2 danl h2 %®e amrah§ ztl
na pSedchoz? get Sen? a hodnotili j sme jen n§
(elektrospotSebilT), | ®kT, knih, nS8bytku, a nS§v
aspeci 8l n2ho vibRDrov®ho zbog2? nebyly hodnoceny).

Vibnd ugmsch stSedisek vych8zel do znaln® m2ry z
sp8dovosti Leskosl ovenska (Marysgg, 1988) , kter 8
cesty za n8kupy a slugbami a DP0NRYyuv o@bélug@lddf)lml
stanovila krit®ria pro urlen2? obslugnlich stSedi
byla zvolena podm2znka, aby obec byla uvedena | a
jednu obec ve hTgbslangdiycowmnigc es®ichvymezov §n?
obslugniTch stSedisek jsme vych8zeli z pTvodn2 me
PSi vymezov§gn?2 sf®r vlIiivu obslugnlch stSedisek
obslugnich procesVymghvenid shattmekvarddt® vyj §d
uspokoj ovgn? pot Seb obyvatel stva. Vychg8zel. j S
pSedpokl adu, ge nejv2ce c2lovich obc2 je vykazc
vybavenosti,a edy u nejviznamnhDjg2ch resp. soulasnhD nej
Marys8g, 1988)

Obslugn® procesy byly kategorizov8§ny podle inten
je ¢c21 T uvgdhDnlTch jako sdaulgebpSe wagmdiGmu Sk puTy,n
stanoven koeficient podle pomDrT poltT hlavn?2ch
wwzem2 vybranlTch okresT jign? Moravy a poltu c2lT
n8bytku ndj mdmgnh2ghl e?2|l T ze ZJlgSovanIch z8kl ad
| tySi podskupiny z8kladn2ch obslugnich procesT
pSi Sazen rozd2l nl koeficient.
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PomRDry byly n8sl eduj?2c?:

n8kupy knih nn8&kkuuppyy bndggbny®thkou p:r Tmy sl ov®ho zbog?
textilu a obuvi : n8kupy | ®T :. bRgn® slugby = 1
Koeficienty byly potom stanoveny takto:

A koeficientl-n 8§ kupy kn,j h, n8bytku

A koeficient1,5n8kupyatekhtuivlyuy bRgn®ho prTmysl ov®ho zbo(
A koeficient2-n 8 kupy | ®k T

A koeficient3-b Dgn® sl ugby.

K vybranim stSediskTm byly ostatn? -khge ce$ikdade
relativn2 viznam nejsvidlnDvgetko neg Seddvils kta$S entei dnoys
relatlvn2ho viznamu prv®ho nejsilnhNjg2ho stSedi
viznamnou p§dovitost k urlit®mu stSedisku byly

Komparace

Pokud stiweaemBMmerzemdalBrmn8 na Yrovni z 8skel aglint? thaoc 20 b
roce 1979, | zer kotnlstaltiowaBrngena Y%kor nhDkterTch
venkov i okresnz'bdflntnﬂ’Jsm§r('[BQtan\slki0\)u se proagetnruj e |
obc2, kter® uvg§d2 jako rovnocennl c?2|.KidmSduwkBa :
st Se dzi&zkeam2v Brna (lvanlice, PohoSelice, Rosice,

tk dg b &pojdepraknna Brnd | §st

c
k&8 Rosic a Vel kk® B2tege. Ni ¢ m

ot;slugn§ z8akimast e
pSedevdg2m se to tl
|

Szczyrba, Z. et al ., 2005) dogl o i Kk n8r Tstu ob
PohoSea il vanl|i c. Tento fenom®n bude vygadovat | e
obyvatelsttaz § zem?2 j menovanich stSedisek.
Na druh® wotgdoobkvepghkodsl ugnlch funkc2 mhRDst v su
| okalizac?2 vpt&@dépem§t dlectoogh vog emr mjoed ch dosud n
obslugnich stSedisek. Odpov2d§ to obecnim teori?2
a z8zemzimmdwspgadt§l n2 etaph rozwejdl (gig2z - sapsr bH
Brna patS$2?2 mezi tatoModidkaja& c?l Islt Sckeav B kia &lusSp an
PorovnS8vda8lipeljestmehl avnzch) c& | doj(2vg Nk otveobu. vliz.d§1l eno
obslugnTch pr o2 e sPeod he t (Vhil za vinarx hi ac 2cleT ®my |z KizojuinmpaS$ho®wn
tedyJi homoravsk®m kr aji a okresech TSeb?]| a GNS&r
vzd8l enost) jen na vybranlTch modelovich Yzem2ch.
za okresy BSecIa\Hodba@hT\(H_ca\gﬁTvkﬁﬂzg) 2012), TSe
(Bart88kov§g, 2010) a vlichodn? | 8§st okresu Znoj mc
Visledng§8 hodnota zn8zornhRn§ v tabulce | . 2 je
j menovanthch ¥%zem?
Tab. 1: PomRry poltu hlavn2ch c¢c2I T v jednotlivl
ng§kupech speci 8§l n2ho vIibRrov®ho zbog?
LSR 197|jign2 Mol2¢

bNgn® sl ugby 5,8 3,0

n8kupy | ®kT 2,6 1,9

n8kupy bRDgn®ho te 5,2 1,5

n8kupy bDgn®ho pr 4,5 1,4

speci 81 n2 slughby 15 1,4

n8kupy knih a CD 1,9 0,9

n8kupy n8bytku 1,6 0,9

n§kupy spec. vibnh 1,0 1,0

Zdr oj : Bar B&gtBE&ov §, 2010; Bral ok, 2011; Jir8skovg,

Vacek, 2010: VepSek, 2012; GS§k
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PSes masimas? vn§gr T §arobes1989 1le ul i apbklesidkoj 2 gNkov ® vzd§l e
jednotbivgohchm procesech. ZmDnila se al e hierar
slugbaati2 mco viskyt speci88ln2ch slugeb byl na Kk
obslugn® stSedisko, a tedy pr ov mbsaksurborsetgii osne§ | tny2t oY
pSibl2gily z8kazn2kovi a patS2 do skupiny proce
Yar oYMt z tab. | . 1) . ObdobnhD 8$reTsztmDmoed @ois $ epdorz?i no
dvacetilet2 vedl &em@BmDpD2 dh epraocés Tk @8 zhaangiecnh n
dotazn?2ku byn 8ketgghpseaagiedlyn 2vh o v,kaIérr@jv@ogyblr.yzbo@n?ihul
stolet? povagovs&ny za oblugnl proces vygg? eqg n
Nejviznamnhj g2 Sizmdmlyc eorvtgrear np tendence v maloob
hypermarketyVl s | e thykre re§w Tst doj 2 g Mko @ awmd &ibé e d ifTch obsl
procesechy @ je drgkglepmz ap r T myaszanc8k@poyy zbexg2 | u a obu
DoglvonXgo k n8r Tstu vzd8l enost.i na kt-emD®epoeo00 el

vzd§|enost2, do kter® se wuskutied n2o vepRg&let i®c kcye st
obslugnich procesT, kromBD ji g zam2m8Xnu®p yd olj BkgTNk yR ¢
uzavSenost se zvigila i u denn2ch n8kupT potravi
Tab. 2: Vzd8l enost v km, do kter® se uskutelnilo
model ov §
LSR 197¢ 201012
hl av| vgech hl av| vgect
c?2 1 g c?2 1 g R S
demn&k upy potr a 0 11 3 15
n8kupy bRgn®ho 10 18 16 31
bNgn® sl ugby 10 14 12 18
n8kupy | ®kT 11 16 11 17
n8kupy bRgn®ho 11 20 18 35
speci 8l n2z sl ug 15 20 15 21
n8§kupy kni h a 15 21 16 36
n8§kupy n8bytku 15 23 22 36
nNnS§kspec vi bnr 20 34 20 36
Zdroj: Marysgg 1988 Bart8kovsg, 2010; Jir8skovsg, 20

Gg8k, 2012; vlastn?

Srovngn? soulasnich visledkT s virstheldkwatz2m&slnd d

z8vDry Oproti stpoopSedt3ﬁ§BEe¢ungémelv01ov®

ArTst dTl egitostiiviedieark®Imn2jceh nngarsgnsct p srl elggi no@nhSol n
Z § z 8rmet

A zvy gow®Druzs mPrnl ch kontaakt§8z em2an, rkealtyo ovy asjll 2endokvel nt |
dosud neetabl ovanTnhe jobblsilguggn T8Buhg usrt bSgendni 2s ezk- n

A masivn2 n8kdywits | seldizeeln ¢ e hi er archi e nRkfierTch
doj2gbppgcz8l n2ai dej urgkayy v al ®k T ;

A ngrTst meaetheokds Is end k e mh ij eer aprockhl i ecgk K®u par2oovm NDpr oces T
na automobily (n8kupy speci 8l n2ho vibRrov®ho z

A koncentraln?2 tendence v malooboehsestdBdleemojvé 8
doj2gNkov® vzd8§lenosti v nhRktzam§khpybpi Thpynslcdy
zboajzan§kupy textilnugrgdsobhuwwmidh§|letoners®& erzavBeni
hodnocen® obslugn® procesy.
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PS2sphNvek vznikl pSi Segen? prGrjamktow ®Va\yehAAN3 §
akademi e vDd.
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Annotation

Retail is currently defined as an important part of the economy with a significant impact on the level
of gross domestic product. Due to this fact, many areasrgireg to attract the interest of managers
retailers to localize their business units directly in their ground. This new phenonienon
attractiveness of economy is emerging, which also affects the retail location. This article aims to
introduce the phenomen of area attractions, factors and values well as it focuses more detail on
those that affect the localization of retail units. Paper orients its views on the subject divided
according to whether we perceive attractiveness in terms of liathlistrial economy or in terms of a
"new" creative economy. To achieve the target, article uses empirical methods of inquiry which are
based on actual data and created experimental "ideal" region. The main contribution of the work lies
also in the comparate analysis of views of "old" and "new" economy to the attractiveness of the
territory following the localization of retail units and paper examines the relationship between these
two variables. By the summary, report is trying to conclude by its findiogthis sphere of research.

Key words
attractiveness, area, retail, localization, industrial economy, creative economy
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Introduction

Retail areawith its wide rangeof activities which are includedinderthe term "retall, it recently
gainsmore andmore interest in views aéconomistsas well asother professionalsNowadays time
force us to focusmore emphasioon the impact of the externalenvironmenton the internal
environmenbf the firm andhatthe retail managersiecisionsabout whereo placetheir unitbecome
significantfor the overalloperation ofetail onthe market.

This factis also aware othe other party the territorythat is trying to create the best conditiomgr
the functioning ofretail. So a certairfcompetition"betweerthe territoriesis specifiedby exploiting
the phenomenon dfttractionareawhich actsas a keyfactor influencing thehinking of manager®f
retail businesses deciding about the locatiaf its units.

Objective and methods

The paper focuses on thbovementionedohenomenaf our timeas well aghe perception of these
"symptoms" which ardividedaccording to whethewre are talkingaboutthe "old' industrialor "new"
creativeeconomy For achieving this targets, article uses empirical methods of inquiry based on actual
data and created experimental "ideal" region with subsequent use of comparative analysis.

Attractiveness of the area

In examiningthe phenomenoaf attractiveness dhe area isiecessaryo aware theséwo facts:

A First, each area operates in a specific region of defined country and so it is necessary to realize
the essence of attractiveness of the territory. Possible éx@snihrough an understanding of
existing benefits, value orientation and traditions by which are is characterized.

A Second, in analyses of the attractiveness of the territory we take into account the fact that what
may be seen as something attractiveobg, can be taken as a factor which is just dissuasive
for others.

Thesetwo paragraphsdescribethe immense power athe phenomenorf attractiveness of the
territory but on the other handjescribealsopotential threatsThe attractiveness of cities has become

an important topic for policy makers and city planners in order to enhance their competitiveness
through a flexible, adaptable and diverse local economic structure by which the city is better
positioned in global copetition. At the same time, the attractiveness of cities does not have a clear
definition in academic researches. (Ezmale and Litavniece 2011T1a%)represents gaery broad

scope and thfocus ofthis paper igo reflectconsideratiorof these pointén theoverall analysis of the
issuedn this article.

Understandinghe attractiveness of thareais useful byothercriteria The current globaiime offers

us new and newtrendsthat shouldbe taken by the economidls they want tokeep pace with

devdoped countriesinddo not abhorredHowever, ot all economies can do that atitereforethere

is unequal development economiesanddifferentperceptions othese countrie®One of the reasons

is for example that the economies are equipped with thier§aof growth in one particular moment

and also particular growth factors are used 1in
Hamal ov §, G 834)s Kk eouldlb@ 9aid that artalyzing of diversity between areas could be
seen from wideange of positior's

! For more details, see following papers:

- Bracalente, Bi Perugini, C. (2010). The componentgedional disparities in Europe,

-Bosker, M. (2008). The spati al evolution of regional GDP d
- Drejerska, N. (2012). Looking for fruther determinants of Regional Development.

- Geppert, Ki Stephan, A. (2007Regional disparities in the European Union.

- Goshin, Zi Danciu, A.i Gruiescu, M. (2007). Regional disparities of Economic Growth in the Enlarged EU.
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One of suchtrends- which wasalso selectedor the purposes of this paperis a signof creative
economy Economiesthat are registeringhis trendbut still did not comeon this wavei they are
operatingunder conditions ahdustrial economylt results in new view on global econoiinyhis was
also realized by Krugman whaitiated - by the seminar contributionnew theory that explains the
emergence of heterogeneous economic spaew economic geography (Niebuhr 200638Due to
these factdt has also influence dime perception aéttractivenessf area.

Environment of Aol do economy

The term 6ld" economyfor the purposes of this papeharacterizéhe economyhatstructure of the

sector still shows afirst place for industrial activities Such economycan indeed beginning of
realizing ofthe potential ofthe creative sectpibut does notyet makesuitable environment for
adequatepplicationof potential of this sectoin other words, regional development midfet due to
variability in the industry mix across the sample regions, which depends, in theory, on some kind of
comparative advantage or historical circumstances (Ezcurra and Pascual 2007, 5).

Valuesandtraditionsof theseeconomiedlirectly determine lhe perception othe attractiveness dffie
territory where as the main elemens defined comparativebenefitsthat territory can brindor a
companythat chooseto actin it. Between éctorsfor increasinghe attractiveness tfie territory can

be classified suclitemsasadvancedransportatiorequipmentoptimal demographitandeducational
structure ofpopulation income situation of populatioposition and distance ttie territoryor other
barriers of the markethich is limited to the terrtory. From theabove mentioned factsllows that
thesefactors are related tdhe area. Theyare (in some casemore in otherslesg conditionalto
historical social and political development of the aredhey areoften referred asso-called hard
factors becausthey arelimited exactly in thesameboundariesvhich arereigning by government
lines operating on theerritory or in the higher regionalgroupings.For this analysis, paper brings
ii deal 060 area which has AdttladiveriesssThesevvalles wese cadlcolated a ¢ h
according to examples and experiences of developed countries converted into the Slovak condition.

Tab.1: Al deal 06 area in Aol do economy
Factors Values
Transport equipment | 3,25 km / 1000 person
Demographistructuré | A 071 14 years old = 30% of total
A 1571 49 years old = 50% of total
A 50 + years old = 20% of total
Educational structufe | A primary education = 15 % of total
A secondary education = 50% of total
A higher education = 35% of total
Income situatioh Higher than level of average wage
Position of big city Theory of central places (Christaller)
Source: own processing
Created fAideal o area is usefull for comparision
terms of attractiveness. Tak?eis presenting these factors in relation to areas (NUTS 3) of Slovak
republic to illustrate attractiveness of them in
|l evel of #fAideal o area is in the brackets next to

- Hynninen, Si Kangasharju, Al Pehkonen, J. (2009). Matching Inefficiencies, Regional DispadtidsUnemployment.
2bhenomenon of Asilver spender i Négdcea, @ 2008). Thenrédtail markettaierid the e e p a p
world.

%according to analysis of National Highway Compamyww.ndsas.sk and Slovak Road Administratiomww.cdbsk

according to statistics of Statistical Office of Slovak repuiblonvw.statistics.sk, section of regional data

according to statistics of Statistical Office of Slovak repuiblovw.statistics.sk and priorities of Europe 2020

according tcstatistics of Statistical Office of Slovak repubilievww.statistics.sk, section of regional data

according to statistics of Statistical Office of Slovak repuiblovw.statistics.sk, section of municipal statistics

N o o b
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Tab.2: Attractiveness of Slovak NUTS 3 in
NUTS 3 Transport* | Demography | Education *** | Income Big cities Rank
** *kkk *kkkk
Bratislava 1,287 A 13 (43%) | A 4 (27%) 132 9,6 8.
(39,6%) | A 52 (104%) | A 53 (106%) | (132%)
A 35 (75%) | A 43 (123%)
Trnava 3,469 A 14 (46%) | A 8 (53%) 96 6,4 4.
(106,7%) | A 52 (104%) | A 71 (142%) | (96%)
A 34 (70%) | A 21 (60%)
Trenl| | 3,155 A 13 (43%) | A 5(33%) 91 6,5 7.
(97,1%) | A 52 (104%) | A 68 (136%) | (91%)
A 35 (75%) | A 27 (77%)
Nitra 3,692 A 14 (46%) | A 9 (60%) 88 4,2 5.
(113,6%) | A 51 (102%) | A 67 (134%) | (88%)
A 35(-75%) | A 24 (69%)
Gilini 2921 A 16 (53%) | A 6 (40%) 93 5,7 6.
(89,9%) | A 53 (106%) | A 68 (136%) | (93%)
A 31 (55%) | A 26 (74%)
Bansk| 4916 A 15 (50%) | A 12 (80%) 88 4,7 1.
Bystrica (150,6%) | A 51 (102%) | A 64 (128%) | (88%)
A 34 (70%) | A 34 (97%)
Prego| 3,906 A 19 (63%) | A 14 (93%) 82 3,5 2.
(120,2%) | A 53 (106%) | A 62 (124%) | (82%)
A 28 (-40%) | A 24 (69%)
Kogi c{ 3,050 A 18 (60%) | A 11 (73%) 96 3,9 3.
(93,9%) | A 52 (104%) | A 63 (126%) | (96%)
A 30 (50%) | A 26 (74%)

*in km per 1000 persons (year 2012)
** according to aggroups, in % of total population (year 2012)

*** three level of education, in % of total population (year 2012)
**** in % of average nominal wage level in Slovakia (year 2012)

***x%in % of total cities in selected region (year 2012)

Source: own procesgijnaccording to data from www.statistics.sk, www.ndsas.sk, www.cdb.sk and documents of
National Council of Slovak republic and information from sites of chosen region

Regional competitive advantage in the case of the old economy revolved around thetisempeti
advantage for firms. Our findin§are confirmer also by the American economist and urban planner

Richard Florida who noted the location decisions of firms drove regional economies, and the location

decisions of people followed from the location affs, who inturn based their decisions on natural
transportation
economists, one factor could be promoted above othiec®uld be said that attractiveness of area is

resour ce

reflected by or accounts for a large component of regional wage differentials (Beenstosck and

endowment s,

systems,

Felsenstein 2008, 4860he rise and persistence of income disparities across regions is a major topic,
and the sourdbesef disparities is still lacking

however, no generalized consensus exists

(Altomonte and Colantone 2008, 780).

Envi

ronment

of

inewo

economy

It could be saidhat everyeconomywent througtcertaindevelopmentastageghat highlightdifferent
sectorsof the economyWe are currentlywitnessinga newly established trendhat pushes the
economyfrom the above mentionel@velsto a new qualitativelyhigher level of developmenthe
i ndu s trecentiydvercdrdoycreatecan@ny

Aol do

8 Results from his suhnalysis withthe impact on the overall conclusions will be the contérhapter 2. Localization of

retail units
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Creativity is now recognized aa majorfactor of developmentCreativity could be defined as the
ability to create new knowledge and to deploy existing knowledge succeSgfidlideahas become
popular mainly because ofthe Americanregionalistsas Charles Landry and Richard Florida
Creativty has become the principal driving force in the growth and development of cities, regions and
nations (Florida 2005, 11Each place must be continually involved in a process considering the
benefits and attractions to be provided to its inhabitantgtenavays in which it can help them find

and create new value (Angelis and Dimaki 2009, 8).

In analyzing theattractiveness of thareain terms of"'new" creative economyarticle provides the
perceptionof this issuen analogy ofsubanalysis otthe industrial economyFactors thatare acting

as propertiesncreasingattractivenes®f areas are for exampléhe existence otultural amenities
locating of universities(especially withorientation on ajt openness of tharea for new peoplbut
alsosuch indicatoras theexpenditures oimnovation.Blech also confirmsthis view- he argued that

for a dynamic urban environment and the successful positioning as a centre of the knowledge
economy the following location factors like innovation capabilitypwledge and openness are of
striking important (Blech 2009, 19).

Tab.3: Al deal 06 area in AnewO economy

Factors Values

Cultural amenitie The highest possible number tifeatres, cinemas or museums in ar
Universities’ The highest possible numbsith art orientation

Openness of the aréa The highest possible net inflow of people to the area
Expenditures on innovatioh| The highest possible number of new patents

Source: own processing

For this analysi s, paper creates mrhidiewdfull forar ea s
comparision of region to make ranking in terms of attractiveness for creative economy.

Tab.4: Attractiveness of Slovak ANUMBaBi ng terifinsdoa

NUTS 3 Cultural amenities| Universities | Openness of the areq Innovations | Rank
* *% *kkk *kkk
Bratislava 227 8/5 4374 242739021 | 1.
Trnava 127 2/0 1238 33565 176 4,
Tren| 2 89 2/1 -401 26742 202 7.
Nitra 168 1/1 519 21298 161 6.
Gilina 362 1/0 -219 42 190 618 3.
B. Bystrica 181 1/2 -652 26 320 296 5.
Pregov 199 2/0 -1062 13344 954 8.
Kogi ce 162 3/2 -381 62238 926 2.

* number of galleries, museums, theatres, botanic gardens, zoos, ensebhs#emtories (year 2012)
** number of universities / number of universities with art orientation (year 2012)
**** net migration in persons (year 2012)
**+x expenditures in EURO on R&D and the creation of new innovations (year 2012)
Source: own processing according to data from www.statistics.sk, www.culture.gov.sk, www.uips.sk,

On the basis of these studies performed on dev:«
industrial economy as well as from the perspective of tlew™ncreative economy in terms of

® there are not so many papers about values of creative economy in relation to detail units. For more information see Igbal, S.
and Sharma, R. (2012). 8tudy of organization strategies, structures, culture dimensions and management kontrol systems
of variol detail formats.

0 according to statistics of Ministry of Culture of Slovak republigww.culture.gov.sk

" according to statistics of Institute ofémmation and Prognoses of Educatiomww.uips.sk

2 according to statistics of Statistical Office of Slovak republiovw.statistics.sk

Baccording to statistics of Statistical Office of Slovak repuiblievw.statistics.sk
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Slovakia, we can now move to detection of possible correlation between the level of attractiveness of
thearea and the number of retail units which are localized in is selected area.

2. Localization of retail units

Location of retail units is one of the most important (if not the most significant) decision of managers
which affects the overall functioning of the retail unit. The top lines of such units are trying to
incorporate the widest possible spectrum of effects fmtarnal environment to seek their concepts.

In this article, it has been defined as such influence the phenomenon of attractiveness of area.

In terms of the values f theo ol do industri al economy, t his
according taheir attractiveness in Table 5. Compared with the number of retail units in the region is
possible to make some conclusions.

Tab.5 : |l mpact of attractiveness of region to numbe
NUTS 3 Ranking of attractiveness Number of retail units*
Bansk§8 B 1. 1074
Pregov 2. 1768
Kogi ce 3. 354
Trnava 4, 658
Nitra 5. 777
Gilina 6. 1042
Trenl 2n 7. 703
Bratislava 8. 4818

* number of retail units (year 2012)
Source:Source: own processing according to data fremvw.statistics.sk

In examiningthe nature of the alleged correlation in this article, there is a mismatch in position of
Bratislava regions and Kogi ce regi ons. Extremi
localization of the capital city of Slovak republic which is the centarsifong purchasing. Regarding

to Eastern Slovakia Ko g i ¢ e 1 it hagyplaced in top positions in terms of valuesndustrial

economy which do not indicate also the number of retail units. The reason is the existence of the
important city in theegion-t he met r o p o Wiih & largef nunkber @fi cansumers and thus
retailers. On the other hand, the rest of the territory is strongly determined by the weakness of the

purchasing power resulting in poor placement of referring units.

If we look at the relationship of attraction between the environment and localization of retail units in
terms of "new" creative economy, Table 6 helps us to to create an image. We can see that the ranking
of regions is vastly changed and the understanding of thelation has changed too.

Tab.6: | mpact of attractiveness of region 0O numbe
NUTS 3 Ranking of attractiveness Number of retail units*
Bratislava 1. 4818
Kogi ce 2. 354
Gilina 3. 1042
Trnava 4, 658
B a n 8ystica 5. 1074
Nitra 6. 777
Trenl 2n 7. 703
Pregov 8. 1768

* number of retail units (year 2012)
Source:Source: own processing according to data fremaw.statistics.sk
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It is interesting that the order of attractiveness from the point of valueative economy reflects

the reality of today's situation in the Slovak economy. It follows that this country is beginning to
transform the fact osad owhircehg iaornes bhiansteod soon ctahlel e"dn
to build the attractiverss of the areas on these values.

On the other hand, following the number of retail unit in these regions, it does not correspond with
localization of retail. It is still connected to average monthly wage in the selected area (i.e. the
purchasing power othe population) and other ®alledi h a rfattors derived from thinking of

"old" industrial economy (such as population in a given area).

Conclusion

Article offers a glimpse of two types of economiewhich determine theaurse of today's global
economy- on the attractiveness of the environment and its use to attract retail Tumét&xploitation

of factors of attractiveness are designated by gabfidghe economy can be suppattey regional
policy and its effedte implementation in practicesaa key instrument in the hands of state, state
authorities and organizations as well as regional and locaj@edrnment.There is also é&lp and
support offered to the Slovalepublic by the European Union as tiree of the opportunities that has
not been offered to many countries that deal with similar problems with balancing of the regional
di sparities. (Uramov8 and Kogiak 2008, 6)

All in all we can concludéhat according to analysis provided in this article, Slovakia is transforming

its valuestoth pi cture of fAnewd creative @ébaratory but
whi ch resul t from thinking of fi o intd aonsideradians t r i al
regional attributes are the most significant determinants of selecting beatavegnof areaOn the

other handti Es i mp or t & rtawing on nwmmageriat imidatioriseach individual firm

would be better off locating where its particular interests and distinctive competences are. (Kottaridi

and Lioukas 2011, 15)
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Anotace

Brownfields pSedstavuj?2 zcela nebo | §stelnhD opug
kont ami nace. Pozemky negativnh ovlivRujgdnuekonomi
|l gnor ov 8§n?2 | okalpirti ncepdy wdr@iutl @aldmo sst i . Proto |
Regenerace je slogitl a ng8kladnl proces, kterl

sektoru. Zemeé g e rket rear c8e nmi § j Sea dFur aznkcuigee.n oGtt &z ky Segen
dost §valy d7.lepahdB.edst ¢li @t 2v. Na Yet20mi ollde[tssleevdokdu k o
zmNDny politick®ho regimu a n8sledn® transfor mace
brownfie | d s es urlit®LRnah§l e nagkedertacvel ® mnog(
st &8l e h olkcaelsittu§ m jm&i skt upovat. LI §nleknamBhizd
n8&stroj ug2vanlchsVeuffrancakpr ktyg P®mEstmohley
povagovat Et abli ssement public foncier a ns8stroc
sektoru Soci ® ® d6é®conomi e mixte. Nr@generaceinie u mo ¢
brownfiel ds, alfei npashd chev gre §k | vaydsyo ke z i v2ce subje
proces regenerac?2. Pro naplnhBDn2 <c¢c2le jsou vyugi
poznatkT a zkugenost?2 je vyugita metoda deskript

PS
edB
vy

Kl 2] ov8 sl ova

brownfields, regeneraceb r ownf i el ds, Et abli ssement publ ic f
udrgitelnl rozvoj
Annotation

Brownfields are totally or partially abandoned, neglected area, that can be linked to contamination.
The land negatively affect economic, social angironmental situation of the region. Ignoring this

site is not in accordance with the principles of sustainability. Therefore, their regeneration is
necessary. Regeneration is a complex and costly process that often depends on the involvement of the
public sector. A country that has a lot of experience with regeneration is France. Questions to solve
the problem here getting into the foreground as early as the 70th 20th century. In the Czech Republic
since the end of the 90th 20th century due to the chahtfjee political regime and the subsequent
transformation of the economy also began to appear brownfield sites. Despite some efforts to
regeneration in the Czech Republic is still a large number of these areas and the Czech Republic are
still looking fora way to access the sites. Article aims to highlight some of the important tools used in
France, which could serve as an inspiration for the country. These tools can be Etablissement public
foncier and the means of cooperation between the public anderivate ct or s Soci ®t ® ®c
Tools allow you not only to spread the risks associated with brownfield regeneration, but also high
financial costs among multiple entities and thus accelerate and facilitate the process of regeneration.
To fulfill the obgctives are utilized methods of analysis and synthesis. For a description of current
knowledge and experience is used descriptive method.
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Brownfields jsou lokality z c el a nebo | & sptTeviondh N o psu gotulPre &, 2 pr
zerDd Nl skTm, yopémskkmi Viste§ mT gsee ouk&rzgartéd RS e ¢ §tt dd\yu j 2
negativn? doplkadnoma ckowi 8lerk?o,l ogi ckou a wudr git
bulovy kaz2 cel kovpolus oibrAa gjea k¥z enne2gati vn2 externa
j ejich hodnotu a z8roveR odrazuj? potenci &8l n2
pad ol ogi ckTch | ewT.miVeslpiogee nl§a sktoontjaeni :ace, kter §
ohrogovat ¢givotn2 prostSedhawaobymamebsava, Baodboc
nNkoho zranit. NeSegen2m pdrso bd cRavhih§rze?d ékg2n ou o v § n & «
rozvoje regiony pr otoomnef il ds pSedstavuj? zabplSéebhad#®dnsg ge
nebude vyv2jena snaha o jejich regeneraci, i nNve:
zabtr zemnDdNdbsdedod8 zpeTtd akr Tst 8§n2 mDst .

el
i

Proto je nezbytknt8e rj8 jpi Sehd srteagveunjeer ascleo,gi 4 &k ®saamg k| a
veSejn®hRegekenawme | i regpowege&kenbt owhti elvad ® m2
jeho ophntp>vwnmsnno] iviiluch pS2padech aredemerag ter utkeeb an e
prov®ksvtouvekroctok. sPoé#hR&IStkivvaci , bvdyhleimg tkll ne2r ®Yzdeon;
kj eho navr 8§cemdndogisea@iwioi el ds . DruhT mnavo&een3 e
l okal i vyugp®Wgnk (Czechlnvest, 2008)

Regeneraceg §vi s2 na mnoha faktorech. Me z i tyto faktor
z8t NG, maj etkov® vzitualyy, vexiaht ennécizn eap tlofbhl sagn Tu K3 ¢
fakt jsoufinanc Kade S§bkov§, Fiencahnal,n22 0p0r90)st Sedky nezbyt
pSevyguj?2 hodnotu lokalityjeai thhobnewmbvi Vesi te

nezbytn® do procesu zapmg¢.it veSejnl sektor a ves

LR patS2 mezi zemhD, kter® kyep3iaSaegeéenametsd ownikir &
zalala potTkat nalkpifeis 9@t Ea@®t phdech yDdm | 2tt §l. e n e
vel k® mno (nsetvw2SetgRmA jc@ c 2ac hc h¥zegim2a s t D zAir U@y Nh ®§ n 2
regeneraedoptaatisék financiokalijtaami d¢&mlrnonenos
sS2zen2m brownfields

LI §nek m8§&8 za c¢2IlnepjowlkzBrzaansdjagrjcthduy agcvanl kit ev ®
mohly napomoci wroceseclr egener ac?2 v LR a poukp8z2atadthNakz anvae dn
podobnT ch Indsetkr zj§T.oveR poukazuje na kdgeddom®t n2 p.
brownfields nejv2c piosnu.geP®m fhapheBuZz sk®me r jego u
a synt®zy. Pro potSeby pops§8§n2? dosavadn2ch pozna

Od konce 70. l et 20. stolet? seeFhaspod®Bhumt a
prTmys!|l m&8mDlederkk Sady opugtRnich prTmyslovich a
(francouzsk® oznal en? pro prTmyslov® brownfield
gi votn? prostSed?2. Me z i n e j pPasslaCalgise miIYjnge2 Al epgei so, n
Champagnéirdenne, Lorraine a lldeFr anc e . Prvn? programy regener a
zamNSeny na uvedeno? ploch do stavu AO0f. Ze str:
zm2nNDnTch regiondaln®tviow &G .e odrentkalizdb@m cegenerace friches

industrielles zalala blt Segena na %Wrovni j edn
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v%zemn2 m a ekonomick®m rozvoji. SilnD poznamena
friches industrielles dadCont r at de Pl an Etat R®gi onal , pozdn
(smlouvy mezi s3@®.telmetaecalegsenfranc/ie ocitla jig
se na mNstsk® prostSed2 a kromhD sociz§l zahonat ek d
hl edi sko environment 8l n2 a udrgitelnl rozvo,i

vemNDst ech. Problematika regenerac? se tak zall er

regiony typu NordPasdeCal ai s maj 2 Ddpwdpeoblzamdteinku friches
regiong8lngbbl egalade®i ar00d) pat S2 tedy mezi zemD
prTmyslovich ar e8!l u d toewsnagomnogla orgarizacg Etablissemenhplblica z n 1D
foncier o¥YeBkpus§ prgani zace) a spol upr 8ce Ve
prost Sednictv2m Soci ® ® ddé®conomie mixte.

1. Region NordPasde-Calais

V regionu Nord-PasdeCa |l ai s se nach8zelo nejvzce | okalit

vdTsl edku %tl umu sekund8rn2ho sektoru. Regi on b
textiln2z,. Textil n?2 pr Tmys| se s oulstC8asiialjh do ag
depart mentu Nord. TNDgebn?2 a meoblasti Bassini Mikidr. pr T m)

Met al ur gi ck pr Tmyslobbwnlk tdela@hankbie®Bunkegmois.tMazk &y v

tak probl ®me m, kterT taB@i nSmgppagid@imhé2 . oby
oviNdomz2 O problt@meictho slpookjae niTtcahmis dal o vzni knou
industrielles. Nejvliznamrejehn?%2er aostittDedh2 0o lothdra$t
Etablissementpublc f o n c irerg,i okntue rp S{Hablissemedt public éoscier, 2006)

I
19701990 se r egviyosnokpat Tnkisilo nsamegtaim zpTsobenou Ype
prTmyslovich aktivit. Zani kl a zde nv&sclee dneekg epnoilgor\
obyvat el do jinTch regionT Francie, pS2padnh do
vzni k 0@Qgha B0Dches maj 2c2ch gnegtah? v mpice 4@ byth2 .na Vv
zaznamens8no, ge 50 % friches ve Franci:i se nac|
obl ast ? byla uheln8 p8&nev Bassin Minier,. kde s
PrTmysl tRgebn2 a metalurgickl po sobhRD zanechal
znel|ligtnDn2, TexcbhD|l ndne@c Manly sb u ¢ aveyn t u ne2csht ang® ozmeejr mME
se
P

1.1. Region8ln2 Y%roveR

EtablissementPublic Foncier

Jedna mej dTl egi tNj g¢thnaomd anmi wpdrtoAcoessee ¢ h rekonver z
Etablissement public foncier EP, Ve Sej n§ pozemhbokBaongakbmatceBD.
stolz@sahy instituce, kter&8 pSisphRla ke zmhnhD c
zdejg2ch obyvat eobblast Bassinwinie N fejichz pgayvom@aca je wakopv 8§ n 2 |

upravovsgn?2, nsprlaewdnv§npr odej regenerovanlich pozem
demol i ce, zazel enhDn? a ter ®nn?2 Yapr avy. Nemohou \
pl 8novac? dokument aci a r o zpraa cobgetoiyvdegartmpntyzae me k .

regi ony rnza can@tiokcadk!l] § mcov ®). d Or@ayni zace pSedpSi
m2 st n?2 samospr 8viychj ecedk®silpédnihbyd zde mohl i r
(Dol egal ov §, 2004pkc2rjeonuasmaknat waniy v pl §ne
Pluriannuel doélnt erpvergtriaom i mMdreaciveme2()va2cel et

Zdrojem jejich pS2jmu je tak® taxe sp®chamR e doc
pSi dg§VBokM2mstzn2ch Tdany,solut @ axe fonci re@idresl es
(daR ze zastaviDn®ho a nezast abvylnl &hno? ) Y%z etna@@x)e, ptraoxf
(daR obchodnz) . Vlzgéelletam)@tjenaarpllémlolvrazrdlamh oper
rok. NepSes8&§hne v g§akt rnvialdiym 2bdyadil® mjats o mAzdrdie é 2i s d &
pS2j mT pat Séd ksNo@PasdeOalamm Eekonverze zahrnuty @ontrat de projets

®t-ra®gi on ( CPER, Smlouvy rmgzinesa8eemsaur é¢gkoreéempa
prostB3&ld&k Tj. e organi zawma mpEd nédlcdr gatmodetr 8oveg EU ¢
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soukromich organizac?2,. PS2padnhD se pr podaei nab?
regener ov a n(Etablissemanizpablitkohcier NoRasde-Calais, 2013)

EPF realizovala V¥ et ech od pol 8tku sv® exist@afA8e opegr aom? .
Cel kov® finan]| n?2 N8kl ady na68p80odvedeaz pt DAt o8 ol
kagdoiuwhz se pohybo&&0 at.veCellkdv & 1r0depaetmeatn Novda n § p |
| i ni3k3aha 2 Wepartmentu Pade-Calais 24 09 h a. VNt gina operac? us
soust Sedil a do o b lMiniet(Etablissementnp@blicfohador-PaBde-Eadais,n

2006) Fi nanl| n?2 zdroj e uskutel nhRnTch oper ac? uv 8d?2
oprost Sedky struktur8&ln2ch fondT EU, st&tu, regi

Tabul ka | . 1: Finanln?2 zdroje uskutelnRDnich oper
Obdob?EU St 8t Region MNDsta |[Ost at n Celkem
CPER
19891993 | 9626926 | 16044877 | 6417951 32089754
i ; i »
30 % 50 % 20 % 100 %
19941999 | 40649722 | 23822754 | 9642626 | 23937 74139009
; . | . .
54,8 % 32,1 % 13 % 0,1 % 100 %
20002003 | 13547383 | 6170201 | 1975936 |5280249 |1680671 | 28654440
; : ; i ; .
47,3 % 21,5 % 6,9 % 18,4 % 5,9 % 100 %
2004 5635372 | 4580675 | 957081 174112 11347241
; . i ; ;
49,7 % 40,4 % 8,4 % 15% 100 %

Zdroj: EPF NORDPASDE-CALAI S, 2006, vlIastn?

1.2M2stn2 YroveR

Soci ® ® d6®conomi e mixte
Pro brownfields, kter® mepﬁlékd@ttakv@hjdzobz%vpargm Tnipri

nal ®zt nov® vyugit?2 je regehlavateh pSesechigvVsmvy
pSlegeneracchhomlD§EsiR®hosou SEM, jedn8 se o for
soukromim sektor em. Frpanvami2ec hp aetvS2opmkkch jedmy, :

spolupr8ce zalaly vyug2vat.

SEM Il ze oznalit za instituci omwuzBiknoutjedtomnpsulpektly! i c p
ovl §dan®mu a S$2zen®mu | ak soukr oml m, t ak veSej
veSejnosti. Jedn8 se tedy o tzv. gntolovattprojgkent ur e.
dohl 2jgeho nlkaval i t u ia svoyukgr2o m®ehkou gseenkotsotr u . Jsou tak
ng§klady. VeSejnl sektor se mTge pod2let na spol e
mTge blTt finanln2ho «charroazkvtoerouv Tn etbyop.s eRomTvipdg ojvd d
tvor bu strategie avehe@g®heeSpGehikaop dej vhDt g2 mno

zveSejn®ho i s (Qzdchinvest®b0d) sekt or u
Soci ® ® do®conadming? gmn®t espOEEMNoOsti, se mohou p
konkro®tpm2oj ekt u nebo mohou blt zalogeny pro v e

c
za}mDSeny tak® na regenerace brownfiel dsukuJedns$8
pSev&8§gnhN mM2stn2 samospr8§vy a n® lmmlgapSémoe neéBes

drgitel ® akci?2 tak® soukrom®Msnundjpepktyvi VeiSej adt
r

i85 %) , | 2mg si zajist? mognost rozhodovat, k o
“wW astn2ky mohouNRNhTt thamlw,8 rCajilsse de d®plts et
banka velice |rmasgioomsy,0l deparctumentsy a mhDsty a po:
kter® jsou zamhNSeny na vistavbu i nfrasztalukt ury
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kudr gitel n®mu r ozvDENM .blDwdjg22 mil gsatrrt2neir yp ovz e mk T,
SEM realizuj?2 rozvojov® projekty, zajigSuj2 vist
komer| n2ho charakteru tpyS5?2 platdeir® j m&j®%k o Tearseg D m® m@r
Science.net, 2013MNst o udPRluje SEM pTjl ku, podz21 2 Se nas
vybaven2, kter® pSesahuj? rozmdtesk @h zE8oppdcdtj s
pr ob | ®mEacip®jekiCzchlhvest, 2007).

2. PS2padov® studie regener ac?
EPF pozemky pSedpSipravuje pveo $Hudvonugdeefitidy@iyad t s,
Takovlim projektem j e nbapv&®? ke atdo vr8ergneyn esr laccleg 2¥%z2e n2 h

Knox-Vroone Projekt realizovanl prostSednictv2m SEM

2.1. KnoxVroonel

Ar e 8l s e depagnceht@ Motd, awrondissementalenciennes, wbci EscaudainAr e |
velikosti 2,87 habSmVeels |dokidy snti 2nce2r cghl Qufrokth$9089 ee | T
zde s2dlila spolelnost Lammper enul¥l av ysr28hiNg 2 s p o Ind |
Vvyr §pljoadazkt y, zket ed $e vsaes ¢ aspml eslprog s tl 2a K-Nroore Spol e
zde jig fakt i cakybundiokvday znTesptTasloab iolpaugt NDna.

Slogit® majetkopr8&vn2 vztahy byly vySegeny pSe
reali z8torem projektu zamRSen®m na rleage20®r aci Ya
2006 Lokal i thd 2gkldDstiés k®zel8atavby a samotnou rea
studi e o0 r ozsdaThvuo dain enleingatllenzZe.n2Z v h o djeh® demolici.y u gi t 2
Pzem2 bylo zbaveno ekologicklch z8tNRg2, navr §ce
vyugUstkut el nDn® operace umognily odstranit rizi
obyvatel e ad2yizdotojBeP Friom@gk® duj 2c2 tabul ka.

TabulXaZldroje financov8§n?2 projektu (0)

St 8§t Region MNDst o EUT ERDF Celkem
59595 150961 112232 402220 725008
, : : , :
8% 20 % 16 % 56 % 100 %
ZdrojMi ni st " re de | ' £col ogi e, de | " £Ener ¢

2.2. EuraTechnologie

Proj ekt b y Imetopela Lille?, zkdev Bnimulostid o mi no v a | t Dpedmy sh. t e
BNDhem 90. Il et =zalal blt prTmysl nahrazov§gn sl u¢
metropole postupniD nar Tstal, zej mBPna dzKky

povagovat pr 8vnN Sch®ma o0duirrbeaceilaienktetrapele (20@20459) o p p e me

Vdokumentubyl 'y vymezen®r pmty kbewbfphbr smv orjeoaviTiczho vmrl @
uvedeml8§sH ewd uj 2a®?2 mebiprojeeEuraTiechnologie Vesel 1, 2005)

2 Metropole Lille-t 2 mt wem 8jze oznal ov&na aglomerace kolem mRsta Lille
agl omerace jsou mRsta Lille Roubaix, Tourcoing a Villeneu\
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Tabul ka | . 3: IRiolzlvoj M®&t@® ppoljekty
N§zev Lokalita ZamhRSen?
Euralille Lille Ng§drag2 TGV, s
(kancel §8Se), d
L6Uni on Me z i mNsty RoyVRda a vIzkum,
Tourcoing a Wattrelos aktivityexpoijld
pr Tmysl em
Eurasant ® Me z i mPDsty LiljUniverzita p G

voborech dpajsé
zdrav2m

Parc scientifique delaHaute (Vi | | eneuve do6ASlIl ugby (kancel
Borne
Euratechnologie: Rives dela | Me z i mNsty LillTechnol ogi ckl
Haute De3%l e

Zdroj:Li Il e M®tropol e, vl ast
Soul 8st?2 dokumentu byl tak® generel dewymro\py k@ ef
metropol e a propojrerg? OJneJdrpcrtoIsn\/SIeodhnmrDS/tZmvveSeJn
se vhDnovajliavodamtrhaonipr ost Sed2 a dostate|l n® nab2dc
t Dchto 5 rozvojovich projektT je zajistit ekonoc
vi znam. DTraz je kladen na maxi m8I| n2hov ybuygdilteen 2hr
vietnD2kmocd&l mnitSnSt rsTtjrcekmt uar yi msi2cdie§t.orem t ®t o
starosta metropole pan Pierre MaufoY e s el T, 2005)

PTvodn?2 vyugi tz

Technol ogi ck bhval ®et anislt M tvov8ygmnR@aBhaov §mf o
bavliny a | nu. Po v2ceroceed¥83 lgeptmu®ueavsSenndcilLdb
2009).

Charakterist.

i ka projektu a soulasn® vyugit?2
Komuni kal n2z a informaln2z t

echnol ogi e .S dJbs2nmed Rmg 2i
nejen spr8vu podniku, ale z8roveR komunikaci a
op2r 8§ hospodrégE)BukNordPas@eCtala|Vs s e soust Sed? pSi bl
zamNSenTch na ll@hoge vk el onietge ppvod noav i maa [ eer isf ®r i i
viznam technologi? pro ekonomi kuroegi 0809 pSeesd
proj ekt na vybudov§gn? centra informaln2ch a ko

projektu byla woce 2003 pold Sena SEM Sor adraci trvalp veech 008609 (Lile g e
M®t r opol e, 2009)

TechnologicklT park se stal soul 8st 2 plrtoy retkit uB dRii s
Bl anc rozkl 8daj 2c?2 se na 1¥VM2? hfa§z Opevacet iElueta@led
pr§ce se tlkaj2 vistavby kancel §52, bydlen2 a v
kvality givotn2ho prostSed?, udr giteln®ho rozvoj
Cel kov8g§samatil o®ao are8lu jedi n®ho sO®bomdruboesaz
s2dl 2 85 podni kF0oZa m9bn§\PeSje2dcp2ockrh§ﬂi§800£)@sobovgem !
Technol ogickl -pack shbghky, Hmgduk&nher eamedmsctenlosSd,
i nkub8tor pro pollna ktyi plo@mhitkeeg Frcl ovgi 2, auditori
recepce, konferenl|l n? a semi n8r n?2 m2stnosti, r es
podpoSit nejen ekonoamirmcé&di ornouzvoal emez§opwéR r oz
informal n2chmeteolprodli 0 gikd ev §p Qtei snoeuj|aStsrtaek tji evannlg hgo?
rozvaoj danTch technol ogi 2 Ve FiTermdi is| u@dblye ma bu
zmetropole Lilecent r um e vznamp wk®hacstvl | CT technologi 2 (L
N8§sl eduj2c? tabulka shrnuje zdroje financ?2, |jeji
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Tabulka | . 4: Zdroje financovg8§n2 projektu (0)

Zdroje finCel kov| %

Region 9000000 |17,5

St 8t 8975000 | 17,5

Evropa 3000000 | 5,8

Conseil G( 2000000 | 3,9

MRst o Lil | 550431 11

Cel kov§ vl 23525431 | 45,8

Lille m®t i 27788200 | 54,2

Cel kov§ vl 51313631 | 100

ZdrojLi | I e MwItaotpmd ezpr acov

Projekt EuraTechnologiai k az uj e, ge regepeojaiceipS’bsm&,NﬁZd(h a
technol ogi 2. Proj ekt vyntet o ®iplol rov® mproadcapmiD m?2s
technol ogi 2 mezin8§rodn2ho vliznamu. Z8roveR d 2
industri 8l n2ho charakteru se jedn®rojespojiniei tm&sg
viznam a s2|la veSejn®ho sektoru, kterl dok8ge r e
sektoru.

Al kol iv Francie aapeoskiorepglbhign®a zjesn®y ®ter ® n
vRDt giny francouzsklch ng§strojT je velice obt2gne
VLR by bylo re8I n® a z8sadn? pro procesy regener
EPF odstraRuje bari®ry, kter® znevl h grdeRfielfs?

Organi zace navrac?2 |jig jednou vyug2van® poz
novich greenfiel deust 8 m@§muoeptleietnd &rh? knder o T, t

Azel en® pl ochy fisouladhepr2i nicii pryosutdrijgée t €| nomavdji a poz
regionu.

N8stroj SEM vyug2vanl na m2stn2 Yrovni a for ma
Tento ry$nehizejjmebnbadob?2 hospod§Ssk® krize pSil §kat
enaN finan|ln2ch prob
k rsetho

t er ®opdny e S ejbryll
® f imlaanM m22¢ hn 8K T vaaddyT ,
stice do brownfiel
ej dal chabmorgnwistt o dy

regener ac?2 .unioegnRuoj ew §sotwid @jdjy,
s

zej m@mwas pwkdy§ Ss| abT chApomEaE®e
soukromis §mel®tsdar. Pr&§vnD vyso
n

)
w.& k
investoSi nesmhRSuj2 sv® i e i

krozl ogen2 vysokIl whalitamiibz iokvn & p d

municipality kontrolovat projekt adbh? g et na B e h o epkojekdulfcantou SEMRohou

bTt vyugity zkugenost.i odborn2zkT ze soukr om®h
vpodm2nk8chelLBRtg8éedokd®dkurovat.

[1] CZECHINVESTN&r odn? strategie .re@®m@®8rack2 bgs .owrDfoise
<http://www.czechinvest.org/data/files/strategigeneracelada1079.pds.

[2] CZECHINVESTN8r odn?2? strategi e.Prabag200/d7sace br ownf i el c

[3] DOL E GE L,Q@VRegenerace brownfieldssZa hr ani | n?2 zkugenosti (Stu
Francie, Belgie Fl andr y alURS| prosizee 20604) 123 s.

Kk
v
15
h
b
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[4]
[5]
[6]
[7]

[8]

[9]

EPF NORDPAS-DE-CALAIS. Histoire d'une contribution: 14 ans de requalification de friches
industriell es dRapdeCdlams 20008s. on Nor d

ETABLI|I SSERWBINCTFONCIERSi t e de | £t abl i Jwmlimehe20l8 publ i
[cit. 2013050 1] . D o shttpu/www@pfrzpdc.frb.

LILLE ME£ T R O P CHurtechnologies. 20009. Dostupn®
<http://www.lillemetropole.fr/gallery_files/site/123919/156997 pdf

MINISTERE DE L' £COLOGI E, DE LOENERGI E ET DU C
DURABLE. Friches industrielles et pollutions historiquemline]. 2010 [cit. 6.12.2012].
Dostupn® <http://www.developpemerdurable.gouv.fr/famenagemegitsites
pollues/pdf/Friche$ndustrielleset-pollutionshistoriquesLMCU-19-04.pdf.

MINISTERE DE L' £COLOGI E, DE LOENERGI E ET DU

DURABLE. Site  KNOXVROONHonline]. 2007 [cit. 22.3.2013]. Dost upn® Z:
<http://www.developpemerdurable.gouv.frlfamenagemesttsites

pollues/pdf/DDENordKnoxVroone.pdf

Soci ®t ® d' ® dexhmaSoienee.ndoriline]t 2013 [cit. 20132 2 ] . Dostupn®
<http://www.technescience.net/?onglet=glossair@&finition=798>.

[I0)VESELhRobert. Francouzsk®&rpé&nstsmuy . 200538mn¢ § m:

rol . 8, |

06/08_francouzske.pd

6 . 2 <http://swww.uuDca/imnagesfpublikace/nur/2005/2005
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PSedevg? ndvw2useethed ® pr Tmys| ovo stlreaddni2cceh ad el%telt u rh

pS2linou postupn®ho vzni ku mdskBnBemtdr aOpulygo Da @i

objekty a prostory se st8vaj?2 terlpegmbk®mui ksyi =da

v2ce uvhDdomuje brnhDnsk8 radnice, roste i Z8j em
0

sektor zal2?naj? nach8zet s l el nou Sel ve snaze
a mohla by ©blt pSwkkead®mrppabliioang, mdal @?2 proje

PSedl ogenl pSZSpDvek pPeddtl emajte caktdeFlenopei ¢k
brownfields Br n D, j eg jS\oeuSe‘Jlmlacnh:ow§p!y|\z§tn20h zdroj T.
jsoupod obnNj i p rpeozdeorbtlo &Py awdovich studi 2 (pasportT
Kl 2] ov8 slova ’

devel opersk® projekty, brownfields, pS2padov® st
Annotation

Gradual origination and concentration of brownfield locations in Brno has been caused by the
industrial tradition spanning over 200 years and the manufacturing decline in the past decades. The
derelict and neglected buildings and spaces have been criticized by the local population, the
seriousness of the problem has been acknowledged by theCBynélall and we have witnessed
increased developer interest in selected locations. Both public and private sectors have found common
interest in the brownfields regeneration; many projects have been successful and these projects could
be used as exampléx other Czech cities; additional projects are in preparation stages. The article
presented below describes the current situation in the field of brownfield development projects in
Brno - projects financed both from public and private sources. Selectathftental projects are
described in detail in the form of case studies (passports).

Key words
development projects, brownfields, case studies, Brno city, the Czech Republic

JEL classification: R33, R38, R58

PrTmysl ov § hi sa @ire 2t iBrnfan sa potravingsheki®m pr Tr
el ektrotechnice a stroj2renstyv? je dostatelnn
Mul 2| ek, Tougek, 2004; Kunc, dabgéeh2p0gdmpasidavigeé
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Eviopy, Kk er ® progly vivojovl mej ssitl§mNjig2unt vidSkeanz2ze mmN s}
formoval mNDstsk® struktury, st al pr8vnN odkaz pr
prstenci kolem histosebocklobsjadarmiekypogé gpBDicedh |
| asekobogickim rizikem, kter® obyvatel ® mhRDst i |
et al., 2002; De Sousa, 2006; Kunc et al., 2011a).

VLesk® republice je z funklnhD prosiotoa®hbd8mpohi
prostSed2 pomRrnhN frekventovanou a diskutovanou,
velikosti. Vp S2 spRDvku prezentovan® Bshrer§2008)akunce aToneta nap S.
(2008), Kunce a koPrabhaOtta)yezelhaup2 BDEoDbOVE
(2007) , na Ostravu se spaetiealti xeme avojpW\grddlodw§
Kukul i al a kol . (2011) . Pokus o komPpapadP Hwvoa
Lipska uSteinfhrer (2006), Brna a Ostravy u Kunaeol. (2011a) | i Krejl2ho a
aut oSi neopom2jej 2 sl edovat [ hl ubg? soci odemog
mNDly a st&§le maj2 vliiv navmuam8menrediokeadtiy ibrmaws
(viz tak® Klus8lek a kol. 2009, 2011).

Nejen zastupitel ® m2stn? samosprsgvy, ale st§gle
revitalizaci opugtiNnich a zanedbanT 6lib Aoralk al i t |
Andr §g Ko, P2X0els2 oge m§ | ast segenaasidiowniieldsad Ipidgwigd n2 s
a z8jem, visledek pro mRsp$2 padidt khwa lai tjne2hhoo opbryo
Odkud poch8zej2 fi tand ngS2ppak Sreaxlyo chejn22c2v a vl i
nejen mBhDst a, al e i girg2ho regionu je hmatateln
je pSedstavi tr eaakitiuz8acni2 dseivteulaocpiervs kT ch projekt T
vejSeTm, tak soukromim sektorem. Vybran® dTl egi't
pS2padov® studie.

JedneywpE rozvojovich z-n, 0 kter® maj 2?2 devel ope:
regenerace brownfields se st8&vs§8§ jednou z priori
zej m®na ve vnitSn2zm mRst N, podporuj 2 dynami ku pt
je pomRrnhN | ast8 kont ami nlaiczea ca ,f idnoabnuldno2v §m&r ot|encoh
infrastruktury apod. Tyto skutelnosti mohou bTt
stavby na zel en® lroeuciet.al i ZSecs kydSrepdlsit kaavocug 2s br own
potensdl8lsn® doblND m§ mNsto Brno znalnhN omezenl r
a projekty na zelen® | oucej éhoneduche poenent®pw
investor Tm |hod@®vel ospavim gr§vhD |l okality brownfi

Tab.1: Vi znamn® devel orpezkdiu jprm?me kmayj esst kovim pod21 e

N§zev MDstsk§R?ﬁgha valtagsl,[' PTvodn2/soul a
BPZiLer noviclLernovi 179,1| mNDst o Brownfield (voj
terasa Slatina greenfield, int g
Europoint Brno Brnost Sed 133, 1|Lesk® |[pSevaguj2cdpbiTm
Brno-jih a.s. doprava, sklady
Leskl tech|[Krg&lovo 59,1 mNDst o greenfield, i nt
park | §st. ve vistavl
Are8l Pona|Kr 8l ovo 262lmNDsto |[brownfields (sp
| 8stelnhD vyug?2yv
Are8l Agro|[TuSany 145  mPDst o brownfields (ze
vyug2vs8no
Ar e8Il Hn Dv|Brnojih 124/ mDst o brownfields( z e mRDd NI st
vyug2vsgno, | 8st |
Zdroj: Statut8rn2 mDsto BriKkanckadg8&Sebkg§BSapeigmtimmNDat mDs
ortofoto mapa, 2012; vl e
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PrTmyslov8 z-na Lernovick8 terasa je strategick
rozvojovou plochou B r n . VDt dgina z-ny majebgazeaMat ayNDmgn g
ha) byla w oce 2008 odprod§na renomao Vv an@®r Pd elvrnevl eospte.r s
vl znamn?2 owllrashtcdi zzj m®na el ektrotechniky a stro
Honeywel | a dal gz) Rozvojovli projekt Europoint
projektui vi st avby nbv®t mD3dt §e®hb centra (v2ce viz pS?2

LesklT technologickl park je prestigra2echt Pedag s
strategick® slugby, vizkum a vIivoj, vysokogkol sk
piv8tn2 a veSejn® sf®ry. Statut8rn2 mRDsto Brno v
P&O Estates, jednu prioritn2BranklsioiuM m&§n®&ydok® I
dokon| ena | f§ze vistavby ‘paacklU§Pokkepl@Et kit ce
budovg&§n2 je II. f8ze, jej2dg soul 8st?2 je tak® pre
(CEITEC).Vpar ku s2dl 2 napS. spolelnost.i | BM, FEI, Vo
Ar e 81 Ponagav greoun,evryesp. podvyug2vanou plochou

(fotbal, hokej- opugt Dn®, pl avgnz) a z8bavu a volnl | as

di sponuje vibornou pol ohou ve vnitSn2zm mhDstN.
vol nol asov®ho ar erdde 2010 eo®/ d u lpaoszna® t dovled jvsou probl
i nz n8roky, kter® bl okuj 2T udSaalnge?c hmojgen ols§ d
I

I
vyugz2van stejnojmennou spokmPDdBObkskopakbroperakbt
| adem. Lokalita je zaSazena do pilotn2ho proje
potenci 8§l n2Zm invedAte8&ITmHikDNwkeow Stka@\Viliz p@eé 3age| Sc2 m
zemNDdNI skTm vyugiutg2msho lpdleidtew)y2 me pvo sportovn?
zahrnuj?2 vistavbu multifunkln2ho sportovn2ho hSi
ulice HnDvkovsk®ho), je vymezena jako v2ce¥l el ov

Tab.2: VIizeamh®peér sk® projekty bez majetkov®ho poc

N§zev MRDst sks§ R?ﬁ::))ha anltagsltnr PTvodn2/ soul ¢
Univerzitn|Starl L2g379 Masarykova greenfield,
Bohunice Novl L2sk univerzita vyug2vsgno
Bohunice
Are8l iz&tpa L2 geR, Gi|286 Zetor, a.s. brownfield (p
| §st are8l wvyug2van
BTval § Zbr|Gidenice [225 BIANKO, sro.|brownf i el d (p
Z8brdovi ce pozastaveno
Ar e 81 S| at | Slatina 19,5 Ar e Slatina,|br ownfi el ds (p
a.s. vyug2vsg8no, | 8s
CTZone Brno Brnost Sed 12,4 CTZone Brno,,br ownf i el d
a.s. intenzivnhD vyu
Kas&8rna S| | Slatina 9,6 Jign2z c|brownfield (
Brno, a.s. vistavhbD
Zdroj: Statut8rn?2 mDsto BrikanckKagBSekbg§bapegm8tiomNat mDs
ortofoto mapa, 2012; vl ¢
Univerzitn2 kampus Bohunice je rozs8&8hlTm kompl ex
vizkvim®mkaSsklich a pS2rodovRdeckich oborech (nach:¢
Fakulta sportovn2ch studi? MU) . Soul 8§st ? kompl e
CEI TEC, kter® maj ? mezi n8§rodn?2 ambi e EevVaamdDBs®
Masarykovou wuniverzitou (2,2 mld. K1), dsgl e opr
finanln2 n8vratn® vipomoci (2,6 mlBrojKéRt av Ipytoas\
nov® AmDstslk®i denlk hPNfi aa dombicrhiosdtnea efimkk cBT vval ® Zbr
zat2m nebyl reptogek€ay®j pSppuaelNv(v2ce viz pS2p
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Z8padn? | 8§st ar
a slugeb. VIg®

e8l u firmy Zieptro[rmyjsd vay hsrnezgeem8® pvrya
to bpugt®Bn®@®ovE&rny na virobu treé
dekontami nace. Ar e 8| Slatina je odkazem po bTlva
plochy pro prTmysl, |®dkloasnwv® abdeé@bDwus aascshdhi but?.
budov a od |l edna 2013 zdet @chmé lh&givd ls®taos bma ralduni
bude rozg2Sena sousAdeégP bhbevablVcbk§8 kteb@san Br
patngctilet®m ch8tr8&n2 revitl&ITimz wjreo bd 2Rkme ms g elve It |
stav technick® a doeopavinédrianf3$ach rmikma it qlsal®ygiodk
je ares8l, oznalovg&8&n nyn2 jako CTZone Brno, vyu
vizkum a vivoju.a Ladkmilrnitstur apriot ®k§ Seka Pongvka
upravenoLokal ita bTvallch Kas§ren Sitabbvhastie olayt g

prostor, obchodu a slugep, admlnlstratlugenveSeJ
a plnn vybaven ingenlrskl midi s?ptolamic.i PRrt®g 20%4€ T mn ¢ v |
cell komplex bude dostavBDn o pRt I et pozdDnDji

Vdruh® | §sti pS2sphRvku budou pSedstaveny tSi vz
slok al i t ami brownfiel ds. Jedn8 se o0 Europoint Br

deprivovanoubomWns&k®mz ABu on x uf.

Situace na stavebn2zm trhu se za posledn2ch nhRko
vel kTrcahstirnfkt ur n2pots | prdmj2ekht T esech projevuje ve s
mnogstv2 podanich nab2dek a skladbhR uchazel T o p
na svhRDdom2 zrugen? nebo pozasdrawlha® grnnrodirau pjl € nPa

ve vistavbhD nebo se znovu rozbRDh! a. AktusglnD
kompl exT (administrativmodokbahckyt§&Selhcha inovodit mn
vil adomy) , a to | alkSaajoegkircahj 2acenntmlls,t ,s ttaavkk is e

instituce, technologick® parky, rekonstruuj?2 se

Pro mhDsto jsou vel mi g8douc? projekty realizova
zch§tra|TchdppImysuP0hI WpopjensklTch a dal g2ch obj e
smDr ecrenk r u mNDsta a st8vaj? se z§vagnim probl
brownfields vBr nnD je cell komplex blvald®msnhaafh?emyngkas
centrem. or ob2 haj2c2ch | i pl 8novanlch projektT nel
Europointu Brno,desdgkanmei Inoeknag2ictha bsr ownfi el ds,

Zbrojovky |i slatinsklich kas8ren na residen|ln?2 a
MNtso Brno m§ vel kIl rTstaowizvppbehmi §lokati &Bmj 2t g?
brownfields. Pokud se zachov§g | jegtnN zvig?2 so
stane mRDstem pSekypuj2c2m | ogingtmiclkl mi§ka pmr Ty !
excelentndmidiocenPdyTs vizkumn2kT a podni katel T.

pro mDsto velikosti Brna re8lnh udr gialt e zo§ an zai
projekty-vn Dkt er I cth (@oelpelkaec,c kancel §Se) se jig trh |
vysoce konkuren| n2.
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PS2| oha

Europoint Brno / Jign2 centrum

MDstsk§ | 8§st Brnost Sedjh Brno

Katastr Horn? Hergpice, Trnit§, Star®
Rozloha 133 ha

PSedchoz2 wvyu Pl ochy pro dopravu, pSevsg8§gnh

Soul asn®/ pl &n Sm2 gen® oveyhuyg,i tp?l opclhy pro dopr an
sohl edem na DI

Investor St8tn2 fond dopravn?2 infrastruk

kraj, Lesk® dr 8hy, a.s.
VI astnictyv? Jign2z centrum Brno, a. s.
Rok zah8jenz/ 2006/ ???
N8kl ady 24,5 mld. K|
Lerp8n2 dotac Ano
Rozvojovli projekt Europoint Brno zahrnujempSdstgav¢ho
centraorozlioze 138a (pro devel oper skouNdpmjneoms2vm organke ® e mol 58 mdd
gel ezni | rb2y Iecer|BdronrmyTzanDamnTsm§me2|n§rodn2m dopravnzm uz
plochy jign? I§st|poruil’r)$ﬂ<mths|bUmvyuginglaksnoavblzndkmurez
novTlch racovReocjhelptS2liegnibst ekeln2tircav, T ckht errd z vjoej ojvel dcrh?2 np

p
Brna, je rozdhRlen nai Ned®otSlaidwg§ rTa v dj8q v Srodzsaenida VA® Vi
poloze a Prag8kova. Do tohoto nenpalgmadajdi gprbhlbr abizvoj
d2ide¥ el opersk® projekty, d2ky nimg stoup8& atraktivit
Tower B, komplex Triniti, JustilniPpargeca diiNawi®unsa
Hybegova.

Zasl el em revitalizaceodegndB®d m&sts&8Svdeivikl apersk8 sp
BRNO, a.s., jej2mg zSizovatelem a jedinTm akciong§8Sem

Historie lokality

1839 pSivedena pr vn\22dgneldl eaz B $Bed at,wiavSdza6& @n Tm ol joakntil vi a
pSes Seku Svratku

1845- 1890 budov&ny tratDBiLesk§tT&8bod§ St Selic, PSerova,
VI 8r sk § traS) Tignova, Gidenic

1904 dokon] ena pSestavtna)vhmavemZMHdSm@dsrtanpzlgS|, podchod
pSestavba vipravn2 budovy

1905- 1976 dokonlen2 m2slthge Ry ShhyekBam®r 0 vs k ® ;elpkoifakey do pr
I'l. hlavn2zho tahu Brna; stdlvba gelezniln2 n8kl ado:

1992 st anovimdi yKa pro pSestavbu uzlu: devDt variant Se

1994 zastupitel stvo Brm&drsagdwiiiniultd® BRI et a s

19977 1998 podrobng8udbpnasnBDck8 studie potvrzuje odsunutc
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2002 vl 8§da schvaluwusn&dp S@gdsmwbu®upbl oze

20031 2005 zpracovsgn?2 o dobScersntTacvhb s tuzdiuz vk et nN st udi
2004 referendum o poloze n§drag2 9. SZ%)nag§aQa®N
2006 stavebn? %wSad vydal Yazlemn2? rozhodnut? o pSe
20071 2010 vybudovg8§n2 1. | 8sti odstavn®ho n8drag?2, ¥vodu
2008 pr | n?2 pr8ce na dokumentac2ch pro stavebn2z po\
no§®MU pepjkdng§nz2

2 ySad vyd§vs nov® Vuzemh? pr awzdodnn®?l 0o vp Se

2010 st n f
ila rozpoletnIiBAE@PI nelrywl ar okSexAlalvioae kilzhu gErad
u

— T O o X

Soul asn®
Moderni za

vyu
ce
obyvatel, al
s
%

t2
load BistA2 homteanlzu viné h® YWsil 2 mBDsta Brna
probl ®mem st8le zTst8vE8§ neexi sn2ermce Y4z ¢
spojen®ho tavebn2zho povol en2z. Na®rokvadpv® 3kemdoWN®
pl 8novg&na Tstavba rezidenlnzch | nereziden|l n2zch ob]j
zkvalitnhDn2 oblansk® vybavenoGalier i RozWaoH koowek a%z ekmz2e r T8r
ranmufPhadicentr a. Lokalita, nab2zej 2c? uskutel nhDn?

alitn2 a atraktivnz bydlen2, kulturu a hospod§Ssk
ov®ho n8drag?2id (vybudlo®dnxsoukaeksest®ho an§obagdv®ho n
b2zet-kwslotcinnNpS21| edietkmntoimi ak @odhhkdyel Rozvojov®

§novs8§no pro rozvoj slugeb, sportu a vol np.] adowl ch

zde st aw2z2nakloeARpalnekxH(spr oj ekt komer| n2ch @0ath o cel
eloper Raiffeiseh Leasing, s.r.0.).

gi
ge
e
a

Q W T S X I

b
v
n
a
I

e
v

e

Obdobn® projekty pSestavtpyar,genleerzsrkiT!cmzm‘rDsUzeIc'[hujexBrrmtaZ,hawj
od prosince 2012 | 8stel|lnst pedyvogzemoy ®hok erBldera®g?j e/ 2 gk
(pSestavba doplosud trvala 24 let).

Obr . 1: Europoint Brno / Jign2 Centru

Zdroj: Mapy.cz ( http://mapy.cz/#x=16.660076&y=49.1888498z=11&I=15&-3-8-1525H), AE GEODI S
BRNO, ¢lasbfi?2 zpracov

1zdroj: Europoint Brno (http://www.europdintbrno.cz) a Jign
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