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Analyza regionalnich rozdili v CR

I - CAST SYNTETICKA
UvVOD

Problematika regionalni diferenciace je komplexni a nema dosud vSeobecné pfijimanou teorii. V tom je
jeji situace podobna ekonomii. V CR se stietava neoliberalni fizeni nékterych resortdl se socialistickou
kohezni politikou EU a té odpovida i regionalni politika v CR. Uroven regiontl reaguje na impulsy se
znacnou setrvacnosti, presto ale existuji kritické urovné jak rdstovych, tak Gtlumovych kumulativnich
faktorti.

Jeden z problémi pro volbu ukazatelii regionalnich rozdilti vyplyva z otazky, co je cilem rozvoje, resp.
kritériem uspés$nosti regionu. Je to tvorba HDP, struktura spotfeby, uroven vybavenosti obci, stabilita
populace v regionu, kvalitni Zivotni prostfedi nebo udrzitelnost rozvoje? Realna diferenciace regiont je
modifikovana 1 subjektivni percepci - vnimana je relativni odliSnost spiSe nez absolutni uroven jevu.
Uroveti ,,zaostalosti* regionu je relativni jak mezi staty, tak uvnité CR — je potfeba porovnavat v celém
souboru jednotek. Nelze vzdy jednoduse stanovit ani optimalni cilovou uroven ukazatele. Ziejmé plati, ze
vyspelejsi staty maji zakladni ukazatele diferencovany mén¢. Pojem regionalni diferenciace je tedy nutné
vzdy vazat na nositele rozdili a na vhodné ukazatele. Z toho plyne, ze je nutno odmitat vagni a
nespecifikovana tvrzeni o tom, Ze regionalni diferenciace v CR roste.

CR jako dosti mald zemé je stile mimofadné homogenni - po 40 letech pierozdélovani a nivelizace,
po odlouceni Slovenska (a jesté pred tim Podkarpatské Rusi). Jako zakladni faktor pro diferenciaci
socialné ekonomického systému CR je mozno prohlasit faktor sidelni struktury, vefejné infrastruktury a
dopravni dostupnosti. Ty maji objektivni hierarchii, kterou nelze jednoduse nivelizovat. Obecnym trendem
je posilovani vlivu metropolitniho prostoru Prahy a dalSich velkych center, v jejichz hodinové izochroné
dostupnosti se nachdzi veétSina statu. Zaznamendvame rostouci odstup center od nékterych
znevyhodnénych periférii CR. Dil¢imi faktory jsou vékova struktura obyvatelstva a vzdélanost v §ir§im
slova smyslu.

Cilem této tivodni kapitoly je strucné charakterizovat zakladni trendy a regionalni diferenciaci socialné
ekonomickych jevii v CR. Regionalni aspekt z praktickych diivodil zjednodusujeme jen na 14 kraji CR a
jen vyjimeéné odkazujeme na mensi jednotky. Soubor krajii CR je maly a nesourody (Kraj Vysoéina spolu
s Karlovarskym ptedstavuji fadové jinou uroven v systému osidleni) — tyto skuteCnosti by meély byt
v hlubsi interpretaci rozdil zohlednovany. Specifické je postaveni Hlavniho mésta Prahy mezi kraji.
V uvodni kapitole se omezime jen na uzky vybér tradi¢nich ukazateld. Piehledné jsou uvedeny
v tabulkéach 1.1 az 1.8 pfevazné s daty k roku 2010. Pro dalsi odkazujeme Ctenafe na datové publikace
z produkce CSU, zejména Statistické rodenky, Statistické bulletiny a také na analytické publikace pro
jednotlivé kraje, které jsou k dispozici na www.czso.cz pod odkazem ,,Regiony, mésta, obce".

OSIDLENi A DEMOGRAFIE

V médiich doneddavna dominujici demografické téma "baby-boomu" snad jiz definitivné odeznélo.
Problém s napjatosti zejména v kapacitach Skolek a zakladnich Skol se objevuje jen v lokalitach
s intenzivni vystavbou byt tam, kde samospravy pfipravu vetfejného vybaveni podcenily. Do poptedi
pozornosti se na Cas dostalo citlivé téma diichodové reformy, v Ustrani ale zlstava brzky rdst narokti na
socialni a zdravotnické sluzby. Pfi¢iny problému zastira §irsi téma zadluZovani statniho rozpoétu CR na
pozadi fiskalnich problémi eurozény a ocekavané hluboké recese. Demograficka podstata problému
dichodového systému tkvi v silnych rocnicich 1945-57, které nyni vstupuji do diichodového véku. Stfedni
délka doziti se po roce 2000 prodluzuje jiz nepodstatné. Evropské téma zahrani¢ni migrace a migracnich
politik neni zatim v dosti homogenni a tolerantni CR p#ili§ diskutovano; problémy s tzv. vyloudenymi
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lokalitami byly dosud epizodické, stejn€ jako politicky extrémismus. Rozmér moznych problémi se vSak
nakratko exponoval v roce 2011 ve Sluknovském vyb&zku. Tolerance k regionalnim rozdilim je v CR
pomérn¢ vysoka diky vcelku stabilni mife nezaméstnanosti a tradi¢ni ochoty za praci dojizdét. Roste
citlivost na regionalni problémy s zivotnim prostiedim (Ostravsko). Dale se zvyraznilo téma dopravy
v kontrastu s rozkradanim vetejnych rozpocti — redukce ve vefejné dopravé a pomalda modernizace vcelku
velmi hustych dopravnich siti. Kritizovany jsou lokalni dopravni zavady (napf. chybéjici obchvaty sidel,
vadné Zeleznicni piejezdy nebo zanedbana udrzba silnic a Zeleznic). Vysledky posledniho séitani silni¢ni
dopravy vsak prokazalo pokles intenzit v fadé vztahil a tedy potebu objektivné hodnotit ambice a naroky
regionalnich sprav na masivni investice do dopravnich staveb.

Vyvoj vybranych ukazatelii pribéiné demografické statistiky v CR

Celkova zména poétu obyvatel v CR se po dvou letech 2007 a 2008 s mimotadnymi pfiristky propadla
v roce 2009 k nizsi (zhruba poloviéni) Grovni pfirustku +39,3 tis. obyvatel a v roce 2010 dale klesla na
+26,0 tis. obyv. (az do roku 2002 de iure populace CR podetné ubyvala a nasledujici pfirastky se
zvétsovaly jen pozvolna). Kladné saldo zahraniéni migrace dosahlo rekordnich' 83,9 tis. v roce 2007 a
dale 71,8 tis. v roce 2008, avSak v roce 2009 uz jen 28,3 tis. a v roce 2010 pokles pokracoval na 15,6 tis.
osob. Bylo to nepochybné disledkem ekonomické recese v CR. Podle statniho ob&anstvi pistéhovalych
dominovaly jako zdrojové staty Ukrajina, Slovensko, Vietnam a Rusko. Saldo pFirozené mény se dostalo
nepatrné nad nulu po 13 letech (od roku 1993) teprve v roce 2006. V letech 2008, 2009 a 2010 piebytek
zivé narozenych nad zemfelymi jiz mirné klesal, a sice z 14,6 tis. na 10,9 tis. a 10,3 tis. osob.

Hruba mira porodnosti’v CR klesala od rekordniho roku 1974 (19,4 promile, celkové 194 tis. Zivé
narozenych déti) az do roku 1999 (8,7 promile a 89 tisic celkové). Od té doby je trend rostouci az na
,rekordnich® 11,5 promile, resp. 119,6 tis. zivé narozenych déti v roce 2008. Pomér poctli narozenych
v roce 1974 a 2008 byl tedy 100 ku 62. Rok 2009 jiz naznacil ocekavany pokles porodnosti (118,3 tis.) a
rok 2010 pokles potvrdil (117,2 tis.). Jednou z napadnych demografickych zmén po roce 1991 byl plynuly
rust pruimémého véku matek, napf. u prvniho ditéte z 22,4 v roce 1991 na 27,6 v roce 2010. Vyrazné se
také zvysil podil déti narozenych nevdanym Zenam, a to na 40 % v roce 2010 (z9 % v roce 1990).
Od poloviny 90. let minulého stoleti byly hlavni rostouci kategorii pravé déti narozené v 1. potadi
nevdanym Zenam. V roce 2010 se narodilo 46 % déti v 1. potadi (pokles), 39 % ve 2. poradi (stagnace) a
15 % v dalsich pofadich. Mirn¢é zrychlujici trend mél podil zivé narozenych déti s jinym nez ceskym
statnim obcanstvim — v roce 1995 to bylo 0,7 %, v roce 2009 jiz 2,6 %, ale v roce 2010 jiz stagnoval na
2,6% (3034 déti). Z nich nejvice déti mélo vietnamskou ptislusnost (28 %, pokles), ptirtistek si zachovaly
deéti Ukrajinek.

Uhrnna plodnost Zen® v CR analogicky klesala z 2,43 (1974) nejprve skokem, v 80. letech pak plynule a
po roce 1990 opét skokem az na minimum 1,13 (1999). To bylo nejméné za zhruba stoleté trvani této
statistiky u nas a CR tim zaujala jedno z poslednich mist v Evropé (a de facto na svét&). Od roku 2000
tento ukazatel pomalu stoupal, a to az na hodnotu 1,50 v roce 2008. Nasledujici roky 2009 a stejn¢ i 2010
ale uz potvrdily stagnaci (1,49). Propad v 90. letech prohloubilo mimo jiné jiz zminéné odkladani
matetstvi do vyssiho véku zen.

Potratovest v CR vyrazné poklesla v poétu umélych preruseni t&hotenstvi (ze 111 tis. vroce 1990 az
na uroven 25 tis. v letech 2006 - 2008, na které jiz stagnovala). V letech 2009 i 2010 se piiznivy pokles
ukazatelli potratovosti opét obnovil — v roce 2010 bylo 39 273 potratii celkem, coz pfedstavovalo 25 %

' Oficialni poéet piistéhovalych 104,4 tisice vroce 2007 byl soucasné nejvyssi od obdobi velkych piesuni
obyvatelstva po 2. svétové valce. Evidence migranti je viak ovlivnéna mj. tim, Ze vystéhovali obéané CR se
neodhlasuji z mista trvalého pobytu a zlistavaji zapocteni v bilancich.

2 Po&et 7ivé narozenych déti na 1000 trvale bydlicich obyvatel

3 Pramérny pocet Zivé narozenych déti, ptipadajicich na 1 Zenu, pokud by béhem jejiho reprodukéniho véku (15-49
let) zdstaly miry plodnosti Zen podle véku stejné po celé obdobi jako v daném roce. Dosahuje-li thrnna plodnost
hodnoty piiblizné 2,1, plodnost zajistuje prostou reprodukci obyvatelstva. Klesne-li pod tuto hodnotu, pocetni stav
populace smétfuje k dlouhodobému snizovani pfirozenou ménou.
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vsech t¢hotenstvi (v roce 1995 to bylo 39 %). Z thrnu potrat bylo 61 % umélych pteruseni té¢hotenstvi -
jejich podil klesal (a rostl u samovolnych potratit), v poslednich 4 letech ale jiz stagnuje.

Umrtnost zaznamenala po roce 1990 také zlep$eni. Dokumentuji to standardizované ukazatele, které jsou
ocisténé od vlivu ,,starnouci” veékové struktury. Mezi lety 1991-2010 se prodlouzila nadé€je doziti pfi
narozeni o 6,2 roku u muzi (na 74,4 roku, mirny rtst) a o 4,9 roku u zen (na 80,6 roku, po jisté stagnaci
ptinesl rok 2010 prodlouzeni o 0,5 roku). Prodlouzeni bylo celkové vétsi u muzi, ktefi v 80. letech
v naSich zemich trpéli nadmrtnosti a jejich nadéje doziti se dokonce snizovala. Rozdily poctu zemielych
podle pohlavi Ize dokumentovat i takto: v roce 2010 byla v CR jiz vice nez polovina (55,5 %) zemfelych
zen starSich 80 let, zatimco u muzi to nebyla ani tetina (30,0 %).

Mimotadné nizka v CR v celosvétovém srovnani je perinatalni® i kojenecka® umrtnost. Kojenecka se
snizila na historické minimum 2,7 promile v roce 2010 z 10,4 promile v roce 1991. Mezi lety 1991 a 2010
se snizila uroven celkové standardizované umrtnosti u obou pohlavi o vice nez tfetinu, u muzl o trochu
vice nez u Zen. Hlavni oblasti sniZzeni imrtnosti se u obou pohlavi staly nemoci obéhové soustavy, vyrazny
byl téz pokles umrtnosti na vné&jsi pri¢iny, hlavné u Zen. V poslednich 5 letech se rychlost poklesu
intenzity umrtnosti zpomaluje.

Hrubé mira tmrtnosti’ klesla z 12,5 promile (1990) na 10,2 promile (2010). Podle p¥i¢in imrti dlouhodobé
dominuji u muzil i Zen nemoci ob&hového systému (vroce 2010 u muzld 44,6 %, u zen 55,9 %) a
novotvary (29,3 % muzi, 23,4 % zZeny).

Vékové sloZeni populace CR je dano demografickym vyvojem v poslednich 100 letech, jeho
nepravidelnosti jsou odrazem vlivu vnéjSich podminek na populacni klima, pficemz vliv migrace nebyl
piili§ vyrazny. Nerovnomeérnosti vékové pyramidy pro rok 2010 byly zplsobeny obéma valkami,
hospodaiskou recesi ve 30. letech, transformaci spolecnosti v 90. letech; opa¢ny vliv méla vzdy
nasledujici obdobi zvysené (kompenzacni) porodnosti. Nejpocetnéjsimi ro¢niky byly 30 — 38 (kazdy s vice
nez 160 tis. osob), narozené v letech 1972- 80. Vliv odvozené vyssi porodnosti po roce 2000 na zékladnu
veékové pyramidy je zietelny, avSak velmi mirny ve srovnani se "zuby" dané vysokou porodnosti v
70. letech a po 2. sv. valce. Napadny je niz$i podil muzi proti Zendm od véku 55 a vyse, ktery je
Index stafi’ v roce 2006 poprvé piekro¢il hodnotu 100 a v roce 2010 dosahl 107,8. Je to dasledkem nizké
porodnosti v 90. letech a soucasné prechodu silnych ro¢nikd z obdobi 2. svétové valky a hlavné té€sné po
ni do véku seniorti (nad 65 let). Nejvyraznéjsi zménou ve vekové skladbé celé populace byl pokles
velikosti détské skupiny (0 — 14 dokonceného véku) na 71,6 % mezi roky 1991 a 2010. Produktivni
vékova skupina vzrostla o 7,3 % (ale v roce 2009 a 2010 jiz vyrazn€ klesala, nebot’ véku 15 let dosahuji
slabé roc¢niky z poloviny 90. let). Konecné pocet seniori (dokonceny vék 65 a vice) vzrostl mezi roky
1991 a 2009 o 24,4 % a dramaticky poroste, nebot’ t€sn€ pred dosazenim veku 65 let jsou silné generace
z obdobi kompenzac¢ni porodnosti po 2. sv. valce. Vékovy median se mezi roky 1991 a 2009 zvysil z 35,6
na 39,6 let.

nebo piirtstek obyvatelstva. Ten bude nejspise jen v fadu jednotek procent (podle toho, jaky vyvoj bude
mit zahrani¢ni migrace). OvSem podil vékové skupiny nad 65 let v populaci (15,5 % v roce 2010) se
zdvojnasobi nejspis jiz kolem roku 2040, ¢ili bude se priblizovat tieting populace.

SloZeni obyvatelstva podle rodinného stavu se vyznacuje rustem podilu svobodnych a rozvedenych
osob v poslednich 20 letech — snatky se odsouvaly do pozdé€jsiho véku, rostla intenzita rozvodovosti a také
se vice prosazuje tzv. nesezdané souziti. Diky delSi nadéji doziti Zzen proti muziim je po 50. roce véku
v tzv. vékové pyramid¢ zietelna pievaha vdov. V populaci tedy roste podil domacnosti jednotlivel, a to
nejen ovdovélych, ale i mladych lidi zejména ve velkych méstech.

* Mrtvé narozeni a zemieli do 7. dne po porodu na 1000 narozenych.
> Zemieli do 1 roku véku na 1000 Zivé narozenych.

6 Poget zemielych celkem na 1000 obyvatel stiedniho stavu.

7 Poget osob ve véku 65 a vice let na 100 déti ve véku 0 — 14 let.
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Stiate¢nost klesla v CR po roce 1991 na minimum v roce 2003, kdy bylo poprvé méné nez 50 tisic siatkd.
Od té doby pocet kolisal mirn¢ nad 50 tisici az na 57,2 tisic v roce 2007. OvSsem pokles v roce 2009
na 47 862 snatkli a v roce 2010 na 46 746 snatkd predstavoval minimum od roku 1918 (na uzemi dnesni
CR) a o¢ekavanym trendem je pokles. Stabilizoval se podil oboustranné svobodnych snoubencti (64,4 %
v roce 2009). Median® véku prvniho siatku u muzii vyrazng vzrostl mezi lety 1991 a 2010 z 23,9 na 40,5
roku a u zen z 21,0 na 33,0. V roce 2010 bylo u nas uzavieno 4 324 snatka (9,2 % ze vSech snatkt), kdy
aspofi jeden ze snoubencil nebyl statnim piislusnikem CR; tato &isla jsou v poslednich letech vcelku
stabilizovana.

Rozvodovost se po roce 2002 stabilizovala kolem poctu 31 tisic rozvodd ro¢n€, v roce 2009 doslo
k poklesu na 29 133 kladng vyiizenych rozvoda, rok 2010 se vratil k trendu s 30 783 rozvody. Uhrnna
rozvodovost (podil manzelstvi kon¢icich rozvodem) se v roce 2010 zvysil na 50 % ze 47 % v roce 2009.
Od roku 2003 se podil manzelstvi rozvadénych po 10 a vice letech trvani udrzuje na 60%, ale roste podil
manzelstvi rozvedenych po 20 letech 27,7 % (2010). Podil rozvadénych manzelstvi s nezletilymi détmi
klesa (71,7 % v roce 1991, po roce 2005 jiz pozvolné na 57,3 % v roce 2010).

Regionalni rozdily demografickych ukazatelua

Hlavni rozdily na urovni kraji jsou v jejich migracni atraktivité a tudiz i v celkové bilanci poctu
obyvatelstva. Variabilita dil¢ich ukazateli je pak dana predevsim rozdily ve v€kové struktuie populace
kraji. Pokud piepocteme ukazatele na standardni vékovou strukturu, variabilita neni tolik vyrazna, ale i
zde je mozno pozorovat regionalni pravidelnosti - Casty je napi. gradient ve sméru severozapad —
jihovychod CR.

V celkové zméné poctu obyvatel se od roku 1991 mezi kraji zvétsila dynamika rozdilti hlavné az po roce
2001°. Do té doby se mezi kraji mirn& odliSovala jen Praha, ktera od roku 1994 za¢ala vyrazngji ztracet
trvale bydlici (, de iure") obyvatelstvo'® ve prospéch svého zazemi (tj. Stfedogeského kraje) a setrvale
ztracel také Plzensky kraj v&. samotného mésta Plzen''. Od roku 2002 se obratil trend Prahy, ktera zacala
opét rist a od roku 2008 pieckonava svou vychozi velikost (v roce 2010 méla 1257 tis. obyv. proti
1 217 tis. obyv. zroku 1991). Nejvice se od ostatnich kraji odlisil svou trvale ristovou dynamikou kraj
Stfedocesky — v letech 1991 — 2001 se zvétsil jen o 1 %, ale do konce roku 2010 pak o 14 % na
1 265 tis. obyv. Prirtstky a ztraty populace od roku 1991 se v ostatnich krajich pohybovaly mezi +1 a —1
procentem a ristova dynamika se zvyraznila az od roku 2006, kdy se obnovil celkovy popula¢ni rist CR.
Vychozi velikosti ale stale nedosahly kraj Vysoc¢ina a moravské kraje s vyjimkou Jihomoravského. Proti
rokiim 2007 a 2008, kdy mély pfirastky vSechny kraje, doSlo vletech 2009 a 2010 k ubytkiim
v moravskych krajich (krom¢ Jihomoravského) a na Vyso€iné a také v kraji Karlovarském. Pies kladny
vysledek pfirozené mény v roce 2010 ve vSech krajich (az na ubytek v kraji Moravskoslezském) byly
hlavnim faktorem celkovych ubytkd v krajich zaporna salda migrace.

Variabilita podle mensich jednotek je mnohem vyraznéj$i, viz napt. kartogram 1 podle okrest. Extrémni
jsou okresy v zazemi Prahy (okres Praha-zapad se populacné zvétSil mezi roky 1991-2010 o 63 % ze
74,2 tis. obyv. na 121,0 tis. obyv.). Podobné okres Praha-vychod se zvétsil o 44 %, dale okres Nymburk o
15 %, Brno-venkov o 14 %, Beroun o 13 % a Mlada Boleslav o 11 % atd. Pfevazuji zde migracni
prirustky do novych byt v ramci procesu tzv. suburbanizace, Cili ristu mést v jejich zazemi, ktery je
zdaleka nejvyraznéjsi v Sirokém zazemi Prahy. Vystavba novych bytii akcelerovala po roce 2000, kdy se
zlepsila dostupnost hypoték a zvysila se prechodné i porodnost. Mezi dynamické okresy se zaradily i
okresy s velkym riistem zaméstnanosti a piijmi (Mlada Boleslav) a také Cesky Krumlov, Cheb a Tachov,

¥ Hodnota prostiedniho prvku v uspofddaném souboru, v tomto piipadé podle véku Zenichd, resp. nevést.

 Pfi SLDB 2001 se do celkového poétu obyvatel zapodetli poprvé i cizinci s dlouhodobym pobytem a byla
provedena korekce mezirocnich bilanci podle vysledku s¢itani, které probéhlo k 1. 3. 2001. Tyto vlivy vSak na
populacni vyvoj v krajich nemély zasadni vliv.

' Fakticka populace na rozdil od de iure populace neni statisticky zachycena a Ize ji jen odhadovat, Praha nejspis
fakticky rostla trvale.

" Mezi velkymi mésty (nad 10 tis. obyvatel) stale prevazuji ta, ktera maji od roku 2001 ubytek poétu obyvatel. Mezi
rustova velka mésta pattily kromé Prahy (107% v letech 2001-2010) dale Liberec (103%), Cheb (105%), Kolin
(102%) a dale fada mensich mést s jesté vys§imi priristky v zazemi Prahy (Brandys n.L., Ri¢any, Beroun aj.) nebo
Brna (Kufim).



kde se k pfihrani¢nim rustovym faktorGm pfidruzila mlad$i vékova struktura populace a tedy vyssi
ptirozené prirdstky poctu obyvatel.

Hlavni urbanizované prostory zasadné proménily svou vnitini strukturu a fungovani a celkové zvétsily
svlj vyznam v systému osidleni, jak napf. ukdzal nardst dojizdky za praci do vétSiny center mezi
Sc¢itanimi lidu, domd a bytd (dale SLDB) z let 1991 a 2001 (napft. v ptipad€ Prahy to byl rtst z 92 tisic na
134 tisic osob). V CR se zachoval rozsah a specifické formy druhého (rekreacniho) bydleni, zménilo se ale
jeho vyuziti a dochazi i k prestavbé (vyméne) chat na trvalé bydleni v atraktivnich lokalitach.

Na druhé strané trvala emigrace signalizuje problémy fady dalSich regionti — v disledku jejich odlehlé
polohy vici hlavnim dopravnim osam, slabé vetejné infrastruktury a tim nizké atraktivité pro investice a
obyvatele. Vysledkem je tzv. selektivni emigrace mladsi a vzdélanéjsi ¢asti populace. Tyka se to jak Casti
ptihranici (Casti okresti Bruntal, Jesenik, gurnperk, Vsetin, Zlin, Hodonin, Karlovy Vary), tak i regionti se
strukturalnimi problémy (okresy Karvina, Most, Pferov). Popula¢nimi ubytky byla postizena i velkd mésta
jako Brno, Ostrava, Plzeii nebo i Kladno, ktera zastavila pokles az v poslednich letech. Pokracuji i ubytky
tzv. vnitini periférie na rozhrani vlivu velkych center, napf. na rozmezi Stiedoceského a Jihoceského kraje
a Vysoc€iny, v Podkrkonosi i jinde — jde o regiony s odlehlym a rozdrobenym venkovskym osidlenim,
které jsou emigraci a starnutim populace postizeny nejvice.

Vékova struktura je nejvice odlisna v Praze, kde je vysoky a v poslednich 4 letech akcelerujici podil
seniord nad 65 let (16,4 % k 31. 12. 2010) a sou¢asné nejmensi podil déti do 15 let (12,8 %); v CR to bylo
15,5 % a 14,4 %. Vibec nejvyssiho podilu senior dosahl nové kraj Kralovéhradecky (16,5 %), vysoky je
dale v Jihomoravském, Zlinském a Plzeniském. Nejvyssi podil déti je tradiéné v kraji Usteckém a
Libereckém, nove ale byly piedstizeny krajem Stfedoceskym (15,6 %) — rozdily v podilech jsou ale mensi
nez 1 p.b. Celkové je ponékud starsi vychodni polovina CR.

Mezi okresy jsou ,,mladsi“ kromé t&ch se silnym suburbanizaénim efektem tradién& napt. Tachov, Cesky
Krumlov, Sokolov a pas okresti od Bruntalu na jih po Znojmo. Jde Casto o regiony s vy$$im zastoupenim
Romil nebo okresy s masivni vystavbou sidlist v 80. letech (napf. Ceska Lipa). Pas ,nejstar§ich® okresii
nalezneme od Ji¢ina ptes Prahu po Klatovy.

Snate¢nost muzl i Zen ma nevyraznou regionalni diferenciaci, mirne se vSak zvétSuje. Nejnizsi je tradiéné
v Karlovarském a Usteckém kraji a také v Praze, vy$si je v moravskych krajich, na Vyso¢iné a
v Jiho€eském kraji. Plati to také pro podily siatkli svobodnych (nejnizsi v Karlovarském kraji s 53,6 % a
nejvyssi v kraji Vyso€ina s 73,1 %. Praha se odliSuje vy$$im vékem snoubenct pii prvnim snatku, naopak
nejnizsi byl v kraji Vyso€ina a Pardubickém, mezikrajské rozdily jsou ale nevyrazné.

Rozvodovost je diferencovana ponékud vyznamnéji a kolisa v Case — trvale vyssi je v severozapadnich a
sttednich Cechéach, kde konéi rozvodem vice neZ polovina manzelstvi. Zatimco ale v severozapadnich
Cechach rozvodovost v roce 2010 klesla, ve Stiedodeském kraji skokové vzrostla na mnohaleté maximum

v
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rozvodovosti v CR (50,0 %) se udrzuje i Praha, i kdyz zde v roce 2010 vzrostla na 47,4 %.

Rozdily v trovni ihrnné plodnosti'? nejsou velké (v CR rok 2010 potvrdil stagnaci na 1,49 proti 1,50
v roce 2008) - pohybovala se od 1,39 (Praha) a 1,41 (Zlinsky kraj) az po 1,58 (StfedoCesky a Liberecky) a
Ustecky (1,55). Obecné plati, e po roce 2000 se diive tradi¢ni regiony s vyssi plodnosti na vychodé
pfesunuly na severovychod Cech (k obéma posledné jmenovanym krajim patii i Stiedocesky a
Kralovéhradecky kraj). StredocCesky kraj zaznamenal také nejvetsi nartist v plodnosti — z minima 1,16
v roce 2001 na 1,60 v roce 2008. Tradi¢ni uzemni rozloZeni si naproti tomu uchovava primérny vék
prvorodicek (v roce 2010 v CR 28,1): v Praze jejich primémy vék druhym rokem piekroéil 30 let (30,2),
uvedené kraje je typickd nadprimérna plodnost velmi mladych Zen (do véku 21-22). Trend posouvani
porodt do vyssiho veéku je patrny ve vSech krajich.

Nejvetsi regionalni variabilitu a rastovy trend v ¢ase ma podil déti Zivé narozenych mimo manZzelstvi —
vroce 2010 to bylo opét pies polovinu déti v kraji Karlovarském (58,5 %) a v Usteckém (54,4 %),
nadprimémé byly dale kraje Liberecky (45,5 %) a Moravskoslezsky (44,2 %). Na opacném konci se
udrzuji kraje Zlinsky (31,9 %) a Vysoéina (33,7 %); v celé CR to bylo 40,3 %.

"2 Priimérny pocet Zivé narozenych déti piipadajicich na 1 Zenu ve véku 15-49 let za predpokladu zachovéni intenzit
plodnosti podle véku z daného roku.



Podobné vysokou regionalni variabilitu ma potratovest, v roce 2010 byla napf. thrnna indukovana
potratovost'> zhruba dvojnasobna v kraji Usteckém (0,47) & Karlovarském (0,43) proti kraji
Pardubickému ¢i VysoCina (oba 0,22) neboZlinskému (0,24). Podobnou strukturu vykazuje celkova
potratovost. Ukazatele potratovosti za poslednich 17 let klesly zhruba na polovinu s tim, Ze podil umélych
potrati klesa a podil samovolnych mirné roste. Pocet vSech potrati se mezi roky 2009 a 2010 opét snizil,
tentokrat ve vSech krajich, pocet interrupci ale v 6 krajich nepatrné vzrostl.

Rozdily v Girovni umrtnosti v krajich jsou v ¢ase pomérné stalé. Zakladni osou zlepSovani je opét zhruba
severozapad — jihovychod CR. Nadgje doziti pii narozeni se jesté mirné prodluzuje u muzd, u Zen ale po
roce 2006 spise stagnovala, vyrazné€jsi narast o 0,5 roku ale pfinesl rok 2010. Podle umrtnostnich tabulek
pro roky 2008 a 2009 bylo varia¢ni rozpéti mezi kraji 4,17 roku u muzt a 2,33 roku u Zen (zmenSilo se
hlavné u Zen). Vroce 2010 byl nejhor§im krajem i nadale Ustecky se 72,3 u muzii a 78,6 u Zen
(nasledovan Karlovarskym a Moravskoslezskym), nejlepsi byla Praha se 76,3 roky u muzt a 81,2 u zen.
Hodnoty za celou CR byly 74,4 (muzi) a 80,6 (Zeny). Regionalni rozdily jsou dany piedevsim rozdily ve
skladbé obyvatelstva podle vzd€lani, rodinného stavu, socioekonomického postaveni a narodnosti
(nadprimérnou umrtnost maji Romové). Velky vliv ma rychlost l¢karské péce (dilezitd u nahlych
srde¢nich a mozkovych pithod, které jsou stale zdaleka nejéastéjsi pfi¢inou imrti v CR) a také kvalita
zivotniho prostiedi.

CR je v ramci EU zatim stale narodnostné velmi homogenni, nejpocetndjsi slovenska narodnost
(po Ceské a moravské) ¢itala podle SLDB 2001 jen 1,9 % obyvatel. O romské narodnosti, ktera je v CR
demograficky i socialné nejvice odlisna od vétSinové populace, vSak neni dostatek statistickych dat.
Systematicky se totiz nesleduje a SLDB 2001 zjistilo jen ¢ast Romi (necelych 12 tisic), ktefi se tak sami
deklarovali. Na nartstajici problém socialni exkluze upozornil napi. prizkum agentury GAC v zari 2006 —
podle n&j v cca 300 problematickych lokalitach v CR Zilo 60 — 80 tisic pfevazné Romi.

Cizinci s legalnim pobytem v CR tvofili cca 4,0 % obyvatelstva (k 31. 12. 2010). CR tak patii mezi zemé
s relativné nizkym podilem cizinct, i kdyZ jejich absolutni pocet po roce 1989 ptevazné rostl a kulminoval
v roce 2008 poctem 438 tis. osob. V roce 2009 klesl na 433 tisice a vroce 2010 dale na 425 tisic v¢.
zadatelti o azyl. Mezi cizinci celkem bylo 42 % Zen. 45 % z cizinci mélo v CR trvaly pobyt. Nejvétsi
skupinou cizich statnich pfislusnik byli Ukrajinci (29 %), Slovaci (17 %), Vietnamci (14 %), Rusové
(8 %) a Polaci (4 %) — v podilech nepatrné rostou Rusové a Vietnamci, Ukrajinci stagnuji. Demograficky
se cizinci od tuzemské populace li§i hlavné pfevahou osob v produktivnim véku. Poéty Zadatelli o azyl
v CR klesaji od rekordniho roku 2001 (18 tis. osob), v roce 2009 jich bylo jen 1258 (nejpocetngjsi
narodnostni skupinou mezi nimi byli Ukrajinci a Mongolové), pocet udélenych azyld byl pouze 75.
Regionalné koreluje podil cizincl na celkové populaci se zaméstnanosti v prumyslu — v roce 2010 byl
vy$§i podil hlavné v severni poloviné Cech, ve velkych méstech a v okresech sousedicich s Némeckem, na
Moravé pouze na Brnénsku a Ostravsku. Nejvyssi podil cizincti na populaci kraje méla Praha (11,8 %),
coz predstavovalo vice nez tfetinu (34,2 %) ze viech cizincii v CR, nasledoval Karlovarsky kraj (6,4 %) a
Stfedocesky kraj s 4,6 % podilem na své populaci (zejména okresy Mlada Boleslav, M¢lnik, Praha-zapad
a vychod — kolem 7 %) .

TRH PRACE

Nabidka pracovnich sil zavisi na vyvoji poctu obyvatel a jejich vékové struktury. Ekonomicky aktivni
populace (pracovni sila) jsou osoby ve vé€ku 15 a vice, spliiujici podle Vybérového Setfeni pracovnich sil
(dale VSPS) pozadavky pro zaméstnatelnost. Zahrnuje osoby zamé&stnané'* a nezaméstnané'.

Od roku 1993, kdy se v CR zavedlo VSPS podle metodiky ILO'®, po€et zaméstnanych osob nejdiive
klesal (-142tis. 1993-2000), v prvnich letech po roce 2000 stagnoval, ale od roku 2004 pocet

" Priimérny podet umélych prerueni t&hotenstvi pripadajicich na jednu zenu ve véku 15 — 49 let.

' Patfi sem osoby s jednim nebo vice soub&znymi pracovnimi poméry, bez ohledu na jejich charakter a trvéani,
v¢. 0sob v ozbrojenych silach. Nejsou zde ale zahrnuty osoby na dalsi matei'ské (rodi¢ovské) dovolené.

1> Nezaméstnani jsou podle metodiky ILO osoby 15leté a starsi, které nejsou zaméstnané, hledaji aktivné praci a jsou
ptipraveny k nastupu do prace. Mezi nezaméstnané se nepocitaji osoby na dalsi rodi¢ovské dovolené. Vedle této
obecné miry nezaméstnanosti se pouziva jesté registrovana - podle udaju Gfadt prace MPSV. Mira registrované
nezaméstnanosti ma od 30. 6. 2004 upravenou metodiku vypoctu.

'® Mezinarodni organizace prace
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zaméstnanych v CR rekordné rostl (mezi roky 2004-2008 o 296 tis. osob) na 5 002 tis. osob, v roce 2009
vSak jiz poklesl na 4934 tis. osob a vroce 2010 dale na 4 885 tis. osob. Rostl pfedev§im pocet
zaméstnancil a také pocet pracujicich na vlastni acet. Rostl primérny vék zameéstnané osoby (od roku
2000 vice nez o rok, zaméstnané zeny jsou pfitom star$i nez muzi).

Odvétvova skladba zaméstnanosti'’ se po roce 2000 vyvijela klidngji nez v 90. letech. V roce 2009
dokonce jest¢ pokracoval nepatrny pokles v primarnim sektoru (na 3,2 %). Pocet pracujicich
v sekundarnim sektoru (pramysl a stavebnictvi) po poklesu v 90. letech stagnoval, v letech 2005 az 2008
vsak vyrazn€ rostl (o 148 tis. osob 2005-8 na 40,5 % v roce 2008); tento ptirtstek byl dokonce vyssi nez
v terciarnim sektoru. Béhem pouhého roku 2009 doslo v zaméstnanosti v sekundéru k zdsadnimu zvratu,
kdyz poklesla o 124 tis. osob, tj. na 38,6 % celkové zaméstnanosti; tento pokles byl pfitom zmirnén
nartistem poctu pracujicich ve stavebnictvi o 51 tis. osob. V roce 2010 pokracoval pokles sekundéru jeste
na 37,0 %. Podil zaméstnanosti v sekundarnim sektoru je v CR nejvyssi v EU, podobny je jen na
Slovensku. To je na tkor zamé&stnanosti ve sluzbach, v némz je v CR vyrazné poddimenzovan zejména
obor zdravotni a socialni péce.

Zasadni zmény v ekonomice se projevily v krajich velmi odlisn€. Vyrazny pokles poctu zaméstnanych
v 90. letech nastal v krajich s t&Zkym pramyslem, zvlasté v Usteckém (-51 tis. osob v letech 1993-2000 ) a
vsech krajich Moravy (nejvice v Moravskoslezském -44 tis. osob). Zbyvajici kraje v¢. Vysoc€iny vykazaly
zmeény jen v fadu jednotek tisicii, maly nardst méla Praha (+11 tis.). V letech 2002-2008, kdy se projevil
vstup silnych ro¢nikii do produktivniho véku a také nastalo oZiveni ekonomiky, pfibylo v CR 5,0 %
(+238 tis.) zamé&stnanych. Nejvétsi narlst byl ve StredoCeském kraji (+51 tis.), v Praze (+37 tis.) a dale
v Moravskoslezském (+32 tis.) a Jihomoravském (+28 tis.). V ostatnich krajich pocet rostl nevyznamné
nebo 1 klesl (kraj Liberecky). Pres celkovy rlst zaméstnanosti v¢. rozsahlého zapojeni cizich statnich
prislusnikt se stal po roce 2000 limitujicim faktorem strukturalni a lokalni nedostatek pracovnich sil.
Zlom ptinesla az ekonomicka recese od konce roku 2008. Kromé& Prahy a Stfedoceského kraje
zaznamenaly vSechny kraje vroce 2009 ubytek poctli zaméstnanych, nejvice kraj Moravskoslezsky
(-11 tis. osob) a Pardubicky (-10 tis. osob). V roce 2010 pokracoval ubytek ve vSech krajich s vyjimkou
kraje Libereckého, Jihomoravského, StiedoCeského a nepatrné i Karlovarského, pricemz dvé tretiny
celkového ubytku (-49 tis. osob) se odehraly v krajich Olomouckém, Moravskoslezském a Zlinském.

Mira zaméstnanosti (podil pracujicich na obyvatelstvu star§im 15 let) ukazuje intenzitu zapojeni
do prace. Pokles poctu nezaméstnanych v letech 2000 - 2007 a razantni pfirdstek poctu pracujicich
(v€. prodluzovani véku odchodu do starobniho dichodu) byl kompenzovan mimofadnym rdstem poctu
studentl a také riistem poctu Zen na mateiské dovolené — vysledkem byl jen mirny nariist zaméstnanosti
7 55,1 % v roce 2000 na 55,9 % v roce 2008, v roce 2009 doslo vSak opét k poklesu na 54,8 % a v roce
2010 dale na 54,2 %.

Mira zaméstnanosti je dlouhodob€ nejniz$i v Moravskoslezském kraji (50,9 % v roce 2010) spolu
tradiéné v Praze (59,9 %) a ve StfedoCeském kraji (56,6 %). V roce 2010 klesla mira proti pfedchozimu
roku ve vSech krajich svyjimkou Libereckého a Jihomoravského. Pocet zaméstnanych cizinct
v evidencich klesa od maxima ke konci roku 2008 (362 tisic osob) druhym rokem na 306 tisic (konec
2010), nariista ale mezi nimi pocet registrovanych zivnostniki.

Uroveii miry zamé&stnanosti v CR zaostava za vétsinou zemi EU, hlavn& u Zen. Obyvatelé CR pracuji ale
(v hlavnim zaméstnani) vétsi pocet hodin nez je prumér EU. Také podil pracujicich na ¢asteény uvazek
zustava hluboce pod prumérem EU.

Mira nezaméstnanosti je hlavnim ukazatelem stavu ekonomiky. Vyjadiuje podil nezaméstnanych na
celkové pracovni sile a pouzivd se mj. k vymezeni regioni pro soustfedénou podporou statu. Mira
nezaméstnanosti obecna (podle ILO) i registrovana (podle MPSV) se ponékud rozchazeji v dasledku
rtizné metodiky; od roku 2000 je obecnd mira mirné niz$i nez registrovana'®, sezénné o&istény trend je
v§ak spoleény. Obecna mira nezaméstnanosti v CR rostla od poloviny 90. let z trovné kolem 4 % aZ na

' podle klasifikace CZ-NACE

'8 Diference je typicka pro obdobi zvysené nezaméstnanosti, kdy fada oficialné registrovanych uchaze¢i o praci
pracuje prilezitostné a vybérové Setfeni pracovnich sil je zachyti jako de facto zaméstnané. Rozdil mezi obéma
mirami je obvykly a zpravidla i vétsi ve vSech narodnich statistikach.
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9,4 % vroce 1999, druhé maximum v roce 2004 dosahlo 8,3 %, od té doby klesala az na 4,4 % v roce
2008, ale v roce 2009 se opét zvysila na 6,7 % a v roce 2010 na 7,3 % (pramér EU-27 byl 9,7 % v roce
2010). Také mira registrované nezaméstnanosti (tzv. dosaZitelnych uchaze¢i) klesala v CR az
do poloviny roku 2008 na hodnotu 5,0 %, pak se ale projevila recese v podstaté setrvalym ristem na 6,0 %
ke konci roku 2008 (stejnd hodnota byla dosazena i ke konci roku 2007) a dale akcelerovala na 9,2 %
ke konci roku 2009. Za rok 2010 rostla jiz mirngji na a 9,6 %.

Problémem ziistava i délka nezaméstnanosti — pocet osob v evidenci ufadd prace v délce nad 12 mésict
kulminoval v roce 2004 na 220 tisicich, pak klesal az na 102 tis. osob koncem roku 2008, ale pak
expandoval zpét na 178 tis. osob (2010).

Zasadni jsou rozdily v nezaméstnanosti podle regioni (viz kartogram 2). Dlouhodobé nejvyssi troven i
vykyvy méa nezaméstnanost (registrovana) ve dvou strukturalné postizenych oblastech — v kraji Usteckém
(ke konci roku 2010 byla 13,9 %) s Karlovarskym (11,49%) a Libereckym (10,5%) a v kraji
Moravskoslezském (12,4 %), ktery jiz byl pfedstizen Olomouckym (12,5 %). Tradi¢né nejnizsi je
nezaméstnanost v Praze (4,1 %) a Stfedoceském kraji (7,7 %). Ostatni dosud nejmenované Ceské kraje
maji miru pod 10 %, zatimco moravské nad 10 % (kraj Vysocina ma 10,7 %).

Podle okresti dosahla reg. nezaméstnanost maxima v okresech Jesenik (19,7 %) a Bruntal (17,9 %) a dale
v okresech Most (16,5 %), Hodonin (16,4 %), Décin 15,7 %, Znojmo (14,7 %) a Karvina (14,3 %). Miru
nezaméstnanosti v roce 2010 celé CR (9,6 %) piesahlo celkem 49 okresti a 9 kraji.

Mzdy mély piirastky rozkolisané podle ekonomické situace. Primérné realné hrubé mésicni mzdy
zaznamenaly nejvyS$si meziro¢ni pfirtstky (kolem 8 %) do roku 1996 a vyrovnavaly tak propad realnych
piijmt pied rokem 1993. Rist se zastavil v roce 1997 a v roce 1998 doslo k propadu o 1,4 %, pak se ro¢ni
rust mezd opét stabilizoval kolem 3 —4 % s maximem v letech 2002-3 (kolem 6 %). V letech 2006-7
dosahl rast mezd kolem 4 %, v nasledujicim roce se propadl na 1,4 %. V roce 2009 se vratil na uroven
2,3 %, v roce 2010 ale dostal na nejnizs$i meziro¢ni rtst vibec, a sice 0,4 %. V roce 2010 dosahl median
hrubé mésiéni mzdy zaméstnanct v CR 22 608 K& nejvice vPraze (28392 K¢&) a nejméné
v Karlovarském (20 110 K¢) a JihoCeském kraji (20 479 K¢) — velky odstup Prahy od zbytku republiky je
dan strukturou zamestnanosti v hlavnim mésté, je zde také nejvétsi diferenciace mezd méfena variacnim
koeficientem.

V CR pretrvavaji niz$i mzdy Zen proti muziim — nejvétsi rozdily byly v roce 2009 ve vékové skuping
30-49. Rozdily mezi dobfe a Spatné placenymi zaméstnanci (méfené variacnim koeficientem)po stagnaci
az mirném poklesu v letech 2002-2005 vzrostly v roce 2006 a v roce 2009 expandovaly o 11 p.b. na
96,78 %. Obecné ale CR patii stale mezi zemé s relativné nizkou diferenciaci mezd a také nizkou mirou
chudoby. Jinymi slovy, vétsi jsou rozdily v produktivit¢ prace mezi vyspélymi a zaostavajicimi kraji a
okresy neZ rozdily mezi témito regiony v trovni mezd. Nejvice zaméstnancii pobiralo v roce 2010 hrubou
mzdu 24 — 28 tisic K&/més. (14,0 %). Stale pomérné malé rozdily mezd jsou napf. mezi podnikatelskym a
nepodnikatelskym sektorem i podle odvétvi s nékolika vyjimkami, jako jsou odvétvi penéznictvi
(47 575 K¢), ICT (45393 K&) nebo v letecké doprava, které maji nejvyssi dynamiku rastu. Velka
diferenciace mezd je ovSem podle postaveni v zaméstnani.

V¥se plnych starobnich diichodti v CR trvale roste, rist se zrychlil po roce 2002 a dosahl v roce 2010 vyse
10 123 K¢&. Vyse duchodu je regionalné dosti nivelizovana, nejvyssi primeérné mési¢éni starobni diichody
jsou v téch okresech, kde dominoval tézky primysl a tézba, a nyni jiz také ve velkych méstech. V roce
2010 byla na ¢ele druhym rokem Praha (10 817 K¢), nasledovaly okresy Karvina (10 537 K¢), dale
Praha-zapad, Ostrava-mésto, Brno-mésto, Mlada Boleslav, Most, Plzeni-mé&sto, ale také okres Hradec
Kralové atd. Nejnizs$i dichody setrvavaji v okrese Znojmo (9 392 K¢&) a Jesenik (9 581 K<) a dalsi
z Olomouckého kraje, celkove jsou nejslabsi okresy pohranicni a také z kraje Vysocina.

PRIIMY A VYDAJE DOMACNOSTI{
Udaje o pifjmové a vydajové situaci doméacnosti v CR se opiraji o vybérové Seteni statistiky rodinnych

uct. To nabylo na vyznamu liberalizaci ekonomiky po roce 1990, ktery znamenal také pocatek
rozsahlych zmén v urovni a struktute piijmut, vydajii a spotfeby domacnosti.
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Cisty penézni piijem na jednoho &lena viech domacnosti ze statistiky rodinnych uétd se napf. mezi roky
2006 a 2010 zvysil na 125 %, Cistd vydani na 121 %. Ve struktufe spotfebnich vydani nejvice poklesla
skupina bytového zatizeni (aspory vlivem recese), poStovni sluzby (elektronizace), dale jesté potraviny +
nealko napoje (z 20,1 % v roce 2006 na 19,3 % v roce 2010; dlouhodoby trend poklesu), podil vydaji na
rekreaci a kulturu stagnoval. Obecné nejvice rostl podil vydani za sluzby — nejvice na vzdélani a na zdravi.
Vydaje na bydleni vzrostly za uvedenych 5 let jen z 20,7 % na 21,7 %. Rast zivotni tirovné¢ domacnosti
vCR lze dokumentovat napf. podilem domacnosti vybavenych osobnim po¢itatem (30 %) a
vysokorychlostnim internetem (5 %) v roce 2005, vroce 2010 byly tyto podily 59 % a 51 %, v ramci
EU-27 vsak CR v t&chto ukazatelich pomérné vyrazné zaostava.

Regionalni data o pfijmech, vydajich nebo vybavenosti domacnosti jsou omezend z diivodu malého
rozsahu vybérovych Setfeni. Proto se nepfimo konstruuji rizné indexy kupni sily obyvatelstva, z nichz
uroven na Vysocing a v perifernich oblastech Moravy. Vybavenost domacnosti automobily jiz ztraci
vypovidaci schopnost, mj. neodrazi jejich kvalitu. Podle o¢ekavani byla vybavenost v roce 2008 nejvyssi
ve StfedoCeském kraji a dale také v JihoCeském a Plzeniském kraji (shodn€ kolem 71 %), nejvice ale na
Vyso&ing (73 %), nejméné pak v Moravskoslezském a Usteckém kraji (kolem 56 %).

TVORBA HDP

Celkova vykonnost ekonomiky se méii pomoci fady souhrnnych ukazatelli, z nichz nejcastéji se uvadi
tvorba hrubého doméciho produktu. Pfiznivy vyvoj realné tvorby HDP v CR byl v letech 1997-1998
zastaven poklesem, od roku 1999 se rist (kromé let 2001 a 2002) obnovil a kulminoval v roce 2006, kdy
meziro¢ni rust HDP (ve stalych cenach roku 2005) dosahl 7,0 %. V druhé poloviné roku 2007 vSak
ekonomika CR zadala zpomalovat (riist za cely rok byl jesté 5,7 %), v roce 2008 riist objemu HDP propadl
na 3,1 %, v roce 2009 mezirocné poklesl o -4,7% a v roce 2010 se rust zotavil na 2,7 %.

HDP na obyvatele v parité¢ kupni sily vzrostl mezi roky 2006-2009 ze77 na 82 % praméru zemi EU-27,
v roce 2010 poklesl na 80 %. V roce 2010 se proti roku 2009 zpomalilo zhorSovani vefejnych rozpoct,
predevsim se snizil deficit vladniho sektoru. Dlouhodobé nartstani statniho dluhu se ke konci roku 2010
zpomalilo a dosahlo 1,3 bilionu K¢, coz odpovidalo 36,6 % HDP.

V realné tvorbé HDP v jednotlivych krajich v roce 2010 dominovala Praha se &tvrtinovym podilem na CR
(25,8 %). Dalsi tfi kraje zajistily kazdy kolem 10 % (Stfedocesky 10,7 %, Jihomoravsky 10.3 % a
Moravskoslezsky 9,8 %. Nejmensi podil mél Karlovarsky kraj (2,1 %). Ze 14 kraji svtij podil meziro¢né
posilily jen Praha a StfedoCesky, 5 kraji stagnovalo (v¢. Moravskoslezského nebo Jihoceského) a podil
7 kraju klesl (nejvice Karlovarsky a Pardubicky). Srovnéani tvorby HDP na 1 obyvatele kraje je zkresleno
Prahou, v roce 2010 doséhla 216 % trovné celé CR (777 tis. K& v b.c. proti 359 tis. K¢&), Jihomoravsky
kraj se jediny blizil arovni CR (94 %), nejslabsi Karlovarsky kraj meziro¢né oslabil a dosahl 72 %
hodnoty CR.

BYTOVA VYSTAVBA

Dobie odrazi regionalni rozdily v zivotni urovni a také migracni preference. V prvni poloviné 90. let
nastal vyrazny propad bytové vystavby zejména v bytovych domech. DokoncCovaly se pfevazné byty
zahajené pied rokem 1990 a ,,dno“ v poétu dokoncéenych bytl v roce 1995 (12 tis. bytl) se dokonce
pfiblizilo urovni z roku 1948 (11 tis. bytd na tizemi CR). Od té doby ale pocet dokon¢enych bytd
v podstaté pravidelné stoupal, a to az do maxima v roce 2007 na 41,6 tisice byti. V roce 2008 se jiz
ohlasila ekonomicka recese poklesem o 7,8 % na 38,4 tis. zkolaudovanych bytl. Stejna uroven se udrzela i
v roce 2009 (38,5 tis. bytd), v roce 2010 zaznamenal dal$i pokles 0 5,3 % na 36,4 tis. byti.

Pocty zahéjenych a rozestavénych byti mély stale rostouci trend. Nové byty byly pfevazné v rodinnych
domcich (s podilem 41 % z novych bytd z let 1997-2005), méné v bytovych domech (29 %), ale
vyznamn¢ také v piistavbach, nastavbach a ptestavbach stavajicich domd (26 %). Konecné
nezanedbatelnou &ast byt pofidily obce v domovech pro seniory (v CR bezméla 10 tisic, tj. 4 % z (thrnu
bytové vystavby 1997-2005).

V thrnu bytové vystavby za 10 let od roku 2001 predstihl Stredoc¢esky kraj (61,2 tis. dokoncenych byti)
hl. m. Prahu (58,5 tis.) a sodstupem nasledoval dal§i kraj s vyraznym suburbanizacnim efektem -
Jihomoravsky s41,3 tis. bytd a Moravskoslezsky (22,2 tis.) a JihoCesky (20,3 tis.); ostatni kraje
nepfesahly 20 tis. bytl. Proces suburbanizace ukazuje i pohled na mens$i izemni jednotky. Intenzita
vystavby (dokoncené byty v desetileti 2001-2010 na 1000 obyv. primémé rocn€) byla nejveétsi podle
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oc¢ekavani v okresech Praha-zapad (14,4) a -vychod (13,8), dale v okresech Brno-venkov (6,1),
Praha (5,0), Jihlava (4,9) s Berounem (4,9) a dal3i okresy s velkymi mésty (Ceské Bud&jovice 4,5) a
v §irSim zazemi Prahy, Brna, Plzn¢ atd. Tyto intenzity jesté rostou, naopak napt. okresy kolem Plzn¢ jiz
tempo ztraceji. Vysoké hodnoty (kolem 3 — 4 bytii na 1000 obyv.) nalézame také v perifernich okresech,
napt. Domazlice (4,0), dale Prachatice, Klatovy, Tachov, Znojmo aj., kde ziejmé Slo o kompenzaéni efekt
zeslabuji. Nejniz§i intenzity byly v severoGeské panve v¢. okresu Ceskéa Lipa a na Ostravsku (viechny pod
2,0 dok. bytii na 1000 obyv.), tedy v okresech s relativnim dostatkem bytl z doby pfed rokem 1990, vyssi
nezaméstnanosti a vétSinou zapornymi migra¢nimi saldy. Patfi sem ale i periferni okresy Rakovnik, Louny
nebo Sumperk.

ZIVOTN{ PROSTREDI

Zakladni zdroj pro hodnoceni, posledni dostupna Zprava o Zivotnim prostiedi CR 2009 (MZP-CENIA),
formuluje piehledné klicové otdzky a odpovédi a vyhodnocuje i trendy, a to jiz podle 39 vybranych
indikatort.

Celkové lze konstatovat, 7e stav Zivotniho prostiedi CR se v hlavnich ukazatelich zlepuje. Vyrazné
zlepSeni béhem 90. let preslo ke stagnaci a kolisani trendti po roce 2000, ale od roku 2006 se pozitivni
trendy vesmés obnovily, mj. diky zpomaleni hospodaiského riistu. Energeticka naro¢nost hospodatstvi CR
zistava velmi vysoka kvuli vysokému podilu primyslu na HDP a jeho struktufe (v EU nejvyssi
za Estonskem), pfestoze od 90. let 20. stoleti klesla cca o 20% diky "odlehCovani" struktury priamyslu.
Podle koneéné spotieby energie na obyvatele je CR blizko priméru EU; absolutné klesa poéinaje rokem
2007, v roce 2009 vyrazné o 6,6 % diky poklesu pramyslové vyroby, v roce 2010 podle pfedbéznych
udajii ale vzrostla o 8,3 %. V roce 2009 klesla spotieba energie ve vSech formach - vedle elektfiny a tepla
nejvice u paliv 0 9,5 %. Objem emisi zneCist'ujicich latek se po roce 1990 zasadné snizil a zmenSilo se
uzemi, kde jsou piekraCovany imisni limity. Po stagnaci kolem roku 2000 klesaji od roku 2007 emise
sklenikovych plynil i okyselujicich latek vyrazné zejména v souvislosti s ekonomickou recesi, zejména
poklesem vyroby elektiiny v uhelnych elektrarnach, ale i modernizaci zdroji a také obnovou parku
vozidel. V mérném vyjadfeni na obyvatele ziistava viak CR nad primérem zemi EU. Kjotsky protokol
ke kontrolnimu obdobi 2008—2012 CR plni s rezervou.

Ptes pokracujici pokles emisi od roku 2000 koncentrace znecistujicich latek v ovzdusi neklesaji, trendy
imisni zatéze jsou po roce 2000 nejednoznacné (sviyj vliv mélo i zpfesnovani modeld Siteni Skodlivin).
Zavaznym a narUstajicim problémem je zejména vyskyt vysokych koncentraci jemného prachu PMyy,
v roce 2009 byly imisni limity PM, piekroCeny na vice stanicich nez v roce 2008. Nelepsi se situace
uNO, v dopravné zatizenych lokalitach. Piekradovani limitd pro BaP'’ je podobné koncentrovano
v sidelnich aglomeracich, i kdyZ podil populace exponované BaP od roku 2007 klesa. V letech 2007-2009
se vyrazné zvétsilo tzemi, kde se nepiekraovaly imisni limity pro pfizemni ozon (na 53% Uzemi statu) a
zlepsila se situace u CO a tézkych kovi.

Pozitivné 1ze hodnotit vysoky a dale mirné€ rostouci podil zasobovani obyvatel z vefejnych vodovodu
(93,1 % k roku 2010, v roce 2005 to bylo 91,6 %) pfti klesajicich odbérech vody a ztratach v sitich, i kdyz
pozvolnéji nez v 90. letech. Od 90. let se zasadné zlepSila kvalita povrchovych vod, a to diky zménam v
narodnim hospodafstvi a investicim do Cistiren odpadnich vod. Od roku 2003 probiha dalsi zlepsovani jiz
pozvolné vystavbou Cistiren v menSich obcich. V roce 2010 bylo piipojeno na kanalizaci s ¢isténim
81,9 % obyvatel CR, v roce 2005 to bylo 79,1 %.

Celkova produkce podnikovych odpadii v CR je kolisava, v letech 2007-2010 klesla o 5,7 % na
22,2 mil. tun (ovSem v kategorii nebezpe¢nych odpadti vzrostla o 4,6 % na 1,4 mil tun). Celkova
produkce komunalniho odpadu vzrostla mezi lety 2005-2010 0 12,9 % na 3,3 mil. tun. V ramci EU je CR
v evidované produkci celkovych i komunalnich odpadid na obyvatele vyrazné pod primérem. Klesa
produkce smésného komunalniho odpadu pii zvySujici se urovni tfidéni plastl, papiru, skla apod.
Skladkovani vSak piedstavuje stale nejcastéjsi zptisob nakladani s komunalnim odpadem (v roce 2009 to
bylo 91 %).

" benzo(a)pyren, karcinogenni produkt nedokonalého spalovani, hlavné v lokélnich topenistich a ve spalovacich
motorech
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Krajina CR se vyznaGuje vysokym zornénim, ma nizkou retenéni schopnost, 22% zemé&dglské ptdy v CR
je ohrozeno vodni a 8 % vétrnou erozi, Spatny je zdravotni stav i skladba lesti a déle klesa biodiverzita.
V roce 2009 se podil ekologicky obhospodatfované piidy na zemédélském piidnim fondu zvysil na 9,4 %
(v ramci EU patti CR vysoko nad primér), po¢et ekofarem se meziroéné zvysil o 38% na 2 689, oviem za
cenu expandujicich vyplacenych dotaci.

Spotieba prumyslovych hnojiv a piipravkil na ochranu rostlin po roce 1990 klesala, v letech 2000-2008
m¢éla kolisavy, avsak celkové rostouci trend, v hospodaiském roce 2008/2009 doslo k vyraznému propadu
proti pfedchozimu roku u mineralnich hnojiv o 13 %. V nasledujicim roce 2009/2010 opét nepatrné
vzrostla. Roste podil zastavénych ploch, zvySuje se fragmentace krajiny, nedaii se zadsadnéji fesit problém
tzv. brownfieldt (primyslovych, ale i zeméd¢€lskych a vojenskych).

Regionalni rozdily v kvalit€¢ Zivotniho prostfedi koreluji se strukturou primyslu a mirou urbanizace
v krajich. Obecné nejhorsi situace je v ostravské aglomeraci a ve velkych méstech, zejména v Praze a
B¢, kde je vysoké zneCisténi ovzdusi prachem, benzo(a)pyrenem, prizemnim ozénem a stale roste
hlukové zatdZ obyvatel. V mérnych emisich hlavnich $kodlivin (na 1 km?®) podle registru zdrojt
REZZO 1-4 dominuji Moravskoslezsky kraj (tuhé latky a CO) a Ustecky kraj a také okresy Sokolov a
Pardubice (SO, a NOy). Nejnizsi mira piipojeni k vodovodu je v kraji Plzenském (82,6 % obyv. v roce
2010) a Stredoceském (83,8 %), ke kanalizaci viibec nejnizsi v Libereckém kraji (68,2 % obyv.), ktery se
propadl vroce 2010 za StredoCesky (68,7 %), a dale v Pardubickém (71,8 %). V krajich s nejveétsimi
problémy byly také soustfedény nejveétsi investice do zivotniho prostiedi.
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Tab. 1.1 Regionalni rozdily zikladnich makroekonomickych ukazatelii - souhrnny pohled”

; Hruby domaci produkt (HDP) na 1 obyvatele Hr. pfid. hodnota na Tvorba HPH v odvétvi
CR, . v PPS, zaméstnanou os." NH (%, skup. CZ-NACE)Z)

kraj.e (NUTS 3), (vtis., b.c.) EU27=100 PRI

regiony soudrz- _ — — S| CR=100 A C-F G-l J-L

nosti (NUTS 2) | 5005 [CR=| 2009 [CR=| 2010 | CR=| 2008 2000 2010 519

100 100 100 2005 [2005|2010] 2010 | 2010 | 2010 | 2010

CR celkem 304,5 100/ 356,4| 100/ 359,0/ 100 81| 82| 80| 673,6/ 100/ 100 1,7 37,5| 193] 16,7
CR bez Prahy 261,00 86| 302,00 85 3025 84 68 70| 67| 6072 91| 90 22| 444 188 116
Praha 639,5| 210/ 760,9| 213| 777,0| 216 175 175| 172| 9833 145 146 03| 17,9 206 315
Stiedotesky 2771 91| 3191 90| 3228 90| 75 74| 72| 6510 99| 97 20| 440/ 248/ 112
Jihogesky 2759/ 91| 3064 86| 3068 85 68 71| 68 59,2 92| 89 38| 421 19,9 10,8
Plzerisky 2885 95 309,1| 87| 3066/ 85 69 71| 68 5705/ 89 85 28| 418/ 186 118
Karlovarsky 2375/ 78| 263,7| 74| 2596 72| 58 61| 58 5084 76| 75 22| 404 194 105
Ustecky 250,4| 82| 299,4| 84| 2994| 83 65 69| 66| 6535 94 97 12| 489 162 11,1
Liberecky 2528/ 83| 2654| 74| 2685 75| 61| 61| 60| 5290/ 85 79 14| 469 156| 118
Kralovéhradecky 2649 87| 3096 87| 3089 86| 69 71| 69| 5914 88 88 28| 434| 173] 121
Pardubicky 2498 82| 2879 81| 2837 79| 66/ 66| 63 5699 84 85 30/ 451 17,3 13,8
Vlysotina 2549 84| 2932 82| 2927 82| 65 68 65 5972 91| 89 40| 520/ 159 9,8
Jihomoravsky 2748/ 90| 3369 95| 3360 94 76| 78| 75| 629,7| 93] 93 18| 378/ 196| 149
Olomoucky 2291| 75| 2683 75| 2710 75| 60| 62| 60| 5692 83 84 25| 398/ 196 107
Zlinsky 2453/ 81/ 3059 86| 3014 84 69 71| 67| 6131 87| 91 16| 525/ 157| 10,1
Moravskoslezsky | 258,6] 85| 2933 82| 2972| 83| 69 68 66| 6340 97| 94 10/ 462 174| 104
Praha 639,5| 210/ 760,9| 213| 777,0| 216 175 175| 172| 9833 145 146 03| 17,9 206 315
Stiedni Cechy 2771 91| 3191 90| 3228 90| 75 74| 72| 6510 99| 97 20| 440/ 248/ 112
Jihozapad 2818/ 93| 307,7| 86| 3067 85| 68 71| 68 5838/ 91| 87 34| 420/ 193] 113
Severozapad 2469 81 2898 81| 2887/ 80| 63 67| 64 6113 88 91 14| 469 169 109
Severovychod 256,2| 84| 2893 81| 2885 80 65 67| 64 566,1| 86/ 84 25| 449| 169 126
Jihovychod 2686/ 88 3234 91| 3226/ 90| 73] 75| 72| 6202 92| 92 24| 418/ 186 135
Stiedni Morava 236,9 78| 2863 80| 2856/ 80| 64 66| 63 5906 85 88 20| 462 176 104
Moravskoslezsko | 258,6| 85| 2933 82| 2072| 83| 69 68 66| 6340 97| 94 1,0 46,2 17,4 104

*) predb&Zné udaje (vyjma roku 2005), véechny udaje jsou po mimoradné revizi narodnich Uétd zverejnéné CSU na podzim 2011

1

2 NACE A: zahrnuje zemé&d&lstvi, lesnictvi a rybarstvi
NACE B-F: zahrnuje prumysl a stavebnictvi
NACE G-I: Obchod; opravy a udrzba motorovych vozidet; Doprava, skladovani; Ubytovani, stravovani a pohostinstvi
OKEC J-L: Informagni a komunikaé&ni &innosti; Pen&znictvi a pojistovnictvi; Cinnosti v oblasti nemovitosti

zaméstnané osoby celkem = pracujici celkem v hlavnim pracovnim poméru (v€etné sebezaméstnanych) dle mista pracovisté

Tab. 1.2 Regionalni rozdily ziklad. ukazateli védy, vyzkumu a informaéni spole¢nosti — souhr. pohled”

Zaméstnanci ve védé a vyzkumu (pfep.os.) Celkové vydaje na VaV dle | Vydaje na Podil obyvatel ve véku 16 a vice let
z toho sektordl provadéni (mil. K€) | vaV jako vyuzivajicich vybrané IT (%)3)
CR, . o podnikatels. | vladni sektor % z HDP osobni ) internet k
kraje ke vpodnikatel | viechniokoh | sektor” | avossvs" | vregionu”| pocitas Memet | elektr. nakup.
2010 2009 2010 2009 2010 tre- |2006-|2009-|2006-]2009-| 2006- | 2009-
2005 | 2010 | 2005 | 2010 | 2005 | 2010 =100 =100 nd? | 2008 [ 2011| 2008|2011 2008 | 2011

CR celkem 43 370| 52 290| 21 782| 26 998| 20 570| 26 379| 36 623| 110/ 22085 101| 1,56 f 52,5/ 63,5/ 46,7 61,1 16,0, 25,1
CR bez Prahy | 25786| 32 327| 15937| 20 695| 14 560| 19 052| 28 812| 112| 9100/ 105/ 1,36 f . . . . . .
Praha 17 584| 19963| 5845 6304 6010, 7327 7812 104| 12985 98| 2,16 ¢ 64,8/ 72,9| 60,9 69,4 264 30,1
Stredocesky 4513| 5325 3434| 4260 2393| 3656] 10843| 121| 1056 98| 2,93 $ 55,7| 66,2 49,9] 63,1 16,4| 26,3
JihoCesky 1644 2121 693 970 592 884| 1039 97| 1041, 103| 1,08 4 51,9] 63,2| 451| 57,6 16,7 26,7
Plzerisky 1432 1933 717) 1138| 1018 1298] 1780 152 515/ 120| 1,31 f 50,5/ 65,2| 44,5/ 63,0 13,2 23,3
Karlovarsky 70 94 63 91 40 60 104| 115 1 94| 0,13| <> | 534| 64,2 44,3| 62,3 11,7) 23,9
Ustecky 697 769 544 548 236 278 531| 104 165 117| 0,28/ <> | 44,3 56,5 38,3| 54,3 15,4 24,9
Liberecky 1295/ 1338 856 989| 1044| 1180] 1181| 108 266| 113| 1,23/ <> | 447| 559| 38,6/ 54,1 10,8 17,0
Kralovéhrad. 1365/ 1807 809| 1454 623 999| 1167 99 386 81| 0,92 $ 53,4| 67,9| 47,7| 65,7 14,0 27,2
Pardubicky 1936| 2160| 1704 1886| 1440, 1351] 1979| 117 248| 103| 1,52 4 52,5/ 63,5/ 47,3| 59,5 16,8 22,0
Vysocina 699 692 675 672 417 549 731 115 12| 109| 0,49 <> | 51,1| 64,5 46,4| 61,7 19,6| 28,4
Jihomoravsky 6036| 8732 2694 4068 2816 4066| 4565 99| 3802, 109| 2,17 T 54,1 67,2 47,9] 65,0 15,00 23,9
Olomoucky 2058 2110 1129 1090 868 716 854 88 722 113| 0,92|<« > | 458| 61,0 39,2 57,9 11,2 23,5
Zlinsky 1665 1785 1248 1586 1350 1383] 1665 119 144 78| 1,02/« > | 49,00 64,8/ 43,5 60,8 11,9 23,5
Moravskoslez. | 2376| 3459] 1370| 1944| 1722 2631 2371 103 741| 103| 0,84/« | 50,5/ 63,4| 44,3| 60,3 14,1 23,9

*' podle sidla zpravodajské jednotky

n vydaje jsou uvedeny v cenach bézného roku
2) vyjadreno proti priméru z predchozich 5 let (2005-2009), relativni riist / stagnace / pokles
% 7 davodu vy$8i reprezentativnosti jsou idaje v CR a krajském &lenéni publikovany jako vaZeny aritmenticky primér tFiletych obdobi
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Tab. 1.3 Regionalni rozdily zakladnich ukazateli vybranych ekonomickych odvétvi - souhrnny pohled
Zdroj: MF (ceny nemovitosti), MD (pfeprava zboZi a osob), MPO (stavebni prace), (CSU (ostatni tidaje)

Souhm. zem&dsls. Géet | Trzy v pri- Stav. prace dle d.odavvat. Prt‘]mvévrnfé kupni ceny Pfeprava v ramci kraje Pocet
(mil.K¢&, b.c.), myslu na smluv na obyv., tis.K¢&,b.c (v béznych cenach) z toho druh dopravy preno-
dle typu produkce 1 zamést- vystavba, o nakladni osobni covani
CR, L o nance" 2) moderniz., rodlnn):ch byth silniéni zelezniéni hostu
kraje rostlinné Zivogigné (tis. K&, celken rekonstr. domd il v HUZ®
abs. |index| abs. |index bc.) byt. budov” k&/m® tis. k&/m? milt]index| "og |index| na obyv.
2009 2009 2009 2009 2009 2009 2009 tre-
2010 =100 2010 =100 2010 =100 2010 =100 2010 =100 2009|2010] 200920102010 =100 2010 =100 2010 )
CR celkem 56 951| 111|40 958 97| 3534| 116| 25,7 88 3,2 78| 2513| 2562| 21,8 20,2|230,8 88/123,9 100| 3,51| ¢
CR bez Prahy .| 3455/ 118] 22,9 88 2,7 93| 2480| 2527| 18,9 17,8/213,5 88| 99,6/ 100| 2,68
Praha 12162| 11| 6180 103 4 257 98| 46,2 86 6,5 52| 7632| 8013| 47,4 46,0 17,2 95| 24,2| 103] 9,68|«>»
Stredocesky 5314 115 19,6 73 3,2 94| 3533| 3666 23,1 22,5 40,1 98 8,5 941 1,34/ v
JihoGesky 5028, 112 5419 99| 2398| 108 27,3 88 2,6 94| 2352| 2311| 16,1| 16,8] 14,7 88 4,3 94| 425 v
Plzerisky 3936/ 116| 3955 97| 3365| 114] 23,1 92 2,7 92| 2188| 2248| 19,9| 19,4 151 92 7,00 103| 242| v
Karlovarsky 887| 126 662| 115| 1666, 105| 36,2 96 3,4 110| 2215| 2297| 14,6| 13,4 9,6 87 3,00 102]13,72| v
Ustecky 4097, 108| 1096 80| 5459| 127| 27,4 88 2,2 119| 2149| 2157| 10,7 8,5 22,3 104| 8,1 102| 1,05
Liberecky 950f 104 849 9712752 113] 19,6 96 1,1 92| 2611| 2620| 18,4| 154 8,6/ 114 3,9 95| 5,02| ¢
Kralovéhradec.| 4 056| 114| 3304 98| 2245| 123 17,6 77 1,3 54| 2374| 2294| 20,7 19,9 8,9 70| 6,0 95| 5,65 ¢
Pardubicky 3721 108| 3411 9714654 123| 17,9 83 2,2 89| 2052| 2077| 20,4, 19,1 10,3 81 5,0/ 100| 1,86| +
Vysoc€ina 5337 111| 5653| 102| 2283 114] 17,2 78 2,1 83| 1771| 1792| 16,6/ 16,2 11,7 74| 28 98| 1,66 w
Jihomoravsky | 7670 114| 3997 85| 2596| 115| 26,5 92 3,8 87| 2437| 2418| 26,5| 26,0 22,0 84| 21,5 98| 1,77|
Olomoucky 4008/ 107| 2389 941 2115| 107| 19,9 94 2,9 82| 1941| 1996| 19,6 17,7 13,2 72 8,7/ 100| 2,21|
Zlinsky 2265 118 1830 9112992| 111| 20,7 99 2,7 94| 2088| 2143| 20,3| 18,7 9,1 94 57| 100] 2,66| v
Moravskoslez. | 2835 107| 2212 93] 3592| 129| 24,9 97 3,1 115| 2386| 2294| 16,1 15,01 27,8 83| 14,9| 107| 1,39| ¢

i zahrnuje trzby za prodej vlastnich vyrobkud a sluzeb pramyslové povahy podle kraje sidla podniku, zahrnuty jen podniky se 100 a vice zaméstnanci (fyz. osoby)
2 zahrnuje stavebni prace v tuzemsku podle mista stavby (podniky s 20 a vice zaméstnanci, ve fyzickych osobach)
3 porovnano proti priméru z pfedchozich 3 let (2007-2009), relativni rdst / stagnace / pokles; HUZ= hromadna ubytovaci zafizeni

Tab. 1.4 Regionalni rozdily zakladnich demografickych ukazateli - souhrnny pohled

Zdroj: Reditelstvi sluzby cizinecké a pohraniéni policie Ministerstva vnitra CR (cizinci), CSU (ostatni data)

PrirGstek Uhrn-| Nadgje Potraty Bydlici z toho s trval.
eR Pozet | na1000obyvatel | ng | dozitipii | ROZVOWY [ 113100 Index | Gizingi % pobytem
’ . na 100 Index | ekono- - -
kraje, obyvatel | piiroz. vnitini | plod- narozezr;l shatkti | "2 | (4@ | mic. | abs. |index | abs. | index
velikostni ménou | migraci | Most] (roky) nyen zatiz. ¥ [ (V1S)] 31,12, [ (V)| 39 92,
skupiny obei ™37 tre- tre- 2009-2010 tre- tre- 31.12.| 2009 [31.12.| 2009
2010 |2010] g0 | 2010 | 2010 zeny 20091 o[ 2010 [ 4 31122010 | 2010 | =100 | 2010 | =100
CR celkem 10532770] 1,0«—>| x| x | 1,49 743 804| 659 * | 334] ¢ | 107,8] 427| 4253] 98] 190,0] 105
Praha 1257158] 20| * | -32] { | 1,39] 763 812 s89] £ | 2090| { | 1276] 413] 1488 100] 572 107
Stredogesky 1264978] 22| + | 99|«—>| 158] 743 802 721 ¥ | 320 [ | o948 435 578 99| 243 107
Jihogesky 638706 08/«—>| 07/«>| 149 748 804| 644 + | 334/« 1068 429 151 o8] 77 105
Plzefisky 572045 07/« | 17| { | 149 749| 80| 639 T | 388 { | 1134] 432 252 91 10,7 104
Karlovarsky 307444] 07/« >| 34| 4 | 149 727] 793 803 4 | 427] [ | 981 410 196] 100 116 100
Ustecky 836045 04|«—>| -21|<«>| 155 723 786] 701 § | 465/«>| 912 415 307 96| 158 102
Liberecky 439942 20[«—>| -03l«>| 158 744] s01| 701 4 | 379 ¥ | 971 423 168 o7 86 104
Kralovéhradec. 554803| 08|«—>| 02| t | 153 752| so8| 660 * | 361 { | 1134 449 149 97| 71| 103
Pardubicky 517 164| 08|«—>| o02/«>| 152 748| 805| 591 + | 27.7] | | 1071] 438 121 101| 45/ 107
Vysodina 514569| 05|« -15<«>| 145 751| 81,1] 599 * | 206] | | 1096 437 80/ 93 38 107
Jihomoravsky | 1154654] 13| £ | -01]«—>| 149] 747 81,1 696 285 | | 1148 434| 361 97| 162| 106
Olomoucky 641681 03|«>| -1,1[«>| 147| 740] 803| 81 + | 289 | | 1103 430 95 100 54| 103
Zlinsky 500361| 01|« -1,1[«<>| 141 735 8o9| 574/« 311/« 1157 433 80| 99| 46| 102
Moravskoslezs. | 1243220 -02|«—>| -24/<«—>| 147] 726/ 797| e652/«>| 345/ | | 1058 419 226 95/ 126/ 101
Velikostni skupiny obci
do 499 835076 01| £ | 92[«—>| 157 572 ¥ 257/ 1 | 1055 440] 158
500 - 999 953015 0,8/«—>| 80[«—>| 153/7364/80,14] 638 & | 27.7] 945 428] 193
1000 - 1 999 1009475 1,4/« 80[<«—>| 153 645 4 | 285/ v | o916 425 220
2000 - 4 999 1219378] 08l«—>| 29/«—>| 150 652 4 | 312[ ¥ | 968 430] 315
5000 - 9 999 960 042] 09[«—>| -09/«>| 152 678 4 | 343 1 | 1042] 437 254
10000- 19099 | 067742 1.0« 34« >| 147],, ool g0 | 718 £ [ 403[ ] | 1073] 425 s27
20000-49999 | 1181739 0,7|«—>| -60/«>| 146 69,2/« 402[ | | 1007] 416] 398
50 000-99999 | 1103259 0,7]«—>| -44] * | 148 69,3 | 420/ ¢ | 1172] 433 386
100000 avice | 2303044] 16] 4+ | 46| { | 145 63,9 * | 315 v | 1264] 423 2002

" vyjadfeno proti 5

-letému priméru (2005-2009)

2 pramér za dvouleté obdobi

3

)
4)
5)

bez azylanta

pocet obyvatel ve véku 65 a vice let na 100 obyvatel mladSich 15-ti let
soucet poctu obyvatel ve véku 65 a vice let a mladSich 15-ti let na 100 obyvatel ve véku 15-64 let
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Tab. 1.5 Regionalni rozdily zakladnich ukazateli trhu prace - souhrnny pohled
Zdroj: MPSV (nezaméstnanost, rekvalifikace, zaméstnanost cizinctl), CSU (ostatni daje - Vybérové Setfeni pracovnich sil)

Mira ekonomické % ze viech 0sVE a o 3 ) ) Zaméstnani
aktivity obyvatel zameéstna- | zamastna- M|ra (%) ) Nezar’nest- Reglstrovvam Absolventi cizinci®
v roce 2010 nych osob vatele | "égistrovane | nani na nezamest- rekvali- k 31.12.2010
CR, ” - v roce 2010 nezamést- 1 volné nani L)
kraje ve véku ve véku na 100 nanosti prac. misto | > 1 rok (%) fikaci Index
20-64let | 5564 let [y fidalv tide Zé}mhestnal; T:fr‘]‘; 31.12.
nych oso
muzi | zeny | muzi | zeny KZAP)A KZA:\)A ' 31.12131.12131.121 31.12) 31.12 | 31.12) 0 | 5910 | (v tis.) :2(1%%
1-37 | 8-9" | 2009] 2010] 2009 | 2010 | 2009 | 2010 | 2009 | 2010
CR celkem 84,9 66,4 62,5/ 38,0 40,7 20,0 16,2 17,1 9,2 9,6/ 17,4 18,2 23,01 31,8 35014| 62005 306,4| 96,2
CR bez Prahy 84,5/ 659| 60,7 358 37,4 21,7, 153 16,3| 10,1 104| 22,7 21,21 23,6/ 32,5/ 34168| 60 194, 205,8| 97,6
Praha 88,0) 69,6/ 76,0/ 53,0/ 62,0 8,6/ 21,9 2272 3,7 41 3,5 5,8 11,5 20,8 846 1811 100,5| 93,5
Stredocesky 86,5/ 66,7| 65,1 39,6/ 39,8/ 204| 18,3 19,1 7,0 7,7/ 14,9| 152 18,1 26,8/ 2188| 3867 429| 86,0
JihoCesky 85,1 65,8/ 62,3 351| 36,1 22,7| 13,7 16,2 7,8 8,56 18,2 16,0 16,3| 23,3] 1911 4124 10,6| 100,6
Plzensky 85,1 67,5 63,1| 38,7 357 222 149| 155 8,2 8,2 12,9 126 19,6/ 28,5/ 1240| 3340, 21,8 96,0
Karlovarsky 85,8| 70,7 63,2| 43,3] 30,2 264 13,9 141 11,1 11,4| 233| 266 276, 363 845| 1827 9,7/ 97,9
Ustecky 84,01 62,7| 59,3| 29,7 33,5/ 251| 13,0/ 14,6| 13,6/ 13,9| 34,8| 27,7| 321 38,9 3524| 6523 14,4 101,9
Liberecky 85,0/ 63,5/ 61,0/ 36,0, 36,8/ 21,7 16,6] 17,4 11,2 10,5 21,9| 18,1 22,8/ 33,5 1749] 3251, 11,6] 100,9
Kralovéhradec.| 84,3| 66,7| 60,8/ 358| 41,1 21,0/ 17,7 18,2 8,0 8,4| 17,5/ 181 14,4\ 22,5/ 2078| 3263 11,9 99,2
Pardubicky 84,3| 66,1 57,6/ 38,7| 37,00 22,1 13,6] 16,0 9,6 99| 14,8 126| 205 285 1072 2572 11,7 1013
Vysocina 85,2| 66,8 60,4| 33,7 31,8 24,2 13,7 14,9| 10,3| 10,7 37,5 32,1 21,8/ 31,00 2925/ 4104 59| 994
Jihomoravsky 84,3| 67,9| 63,5 399| 433 171 16,5 17,9 10,6/ 10,9| 21,7 23,5| 241 32,9 5566| 7924| 34,3 1034
Olomoucky 82,4| 64,1 58,1 32,3| 34,4 22,7/ 16,4| 16,2 12,2| 12,5/ 50,1 34,8/ 20,2 33,1 1879| 4651 5,7 103,9
Zlinsky 83,5| 66,1 59,4| 356| 36,9 22,7/ 16,0/ 16,6/ 10,8 10,7] 27,0| 26,8] 22,6 34,7| 2585 4261 7,2| 104,3
Moravskoslez. | 83,2| 64,7| 551| 31,4| 37,8/ 21,8 12,8 134| 12,1 12/4| 29,2| 259| 30,1 38,0/ 6606| 10487 18,2| 1055

" KZAM 1-3: Zakonodarci, vedouci a Fidici pracovnici; Védeéti a odborni dusevni pracovnici; Technitti, zdravot. a pedagog. prac. (v&. pribuz. obor)
KZAM 8-9: Obsluha strojli a zafizeni; Pomocni a nekvalifikovani pracovnici

2 jde o registrované uchazece o zaméstnani ktefi v pribéhu roku uspésné dokondili rekvalifikaci
% Zaméstnani cizinci v evidenci Giadd prace (pfedevsim cizinci v postaveni zaméstnancul) a cizinci s platnym Zivnostenskym opravnénim

Tab. 1.6 Regionalni rozdily zakladnich ukazateli socidlni soudrZnosti - souhrnny pohled
Zdroj: MPSV (dtichody, podpora v nezaméstnanosti, statni socialni podpora), CSU (ostatni data)

Cisty disponibilni Cls.ty provoz. Nahrady Pri- Pram. Vyplacené | Vyplacené % domécn. | o dorT:nécn.

duchod doméacnosti prebyteka | 1 est- mémy Podpo- | socialni | prispavky ?,:Fmvjtf ;L;/l vychaze-

CR, na 1 obyvatele Sé?,':ﬁgé’ nanctm | starob. | @Y ™| priplatky | na bydleni prl 2009 jicich se

kraje o | na 1 obyv.? | duchod [ 22MESE | (kejobyv.)® | (Kesobyv.)? | svym

2bsolutnd index na 1 obyv. (v K&y nanos:; <15]<25 prljmem.n

Vis k& | CR=100 | CR=100 | CR=100 (VK& T"Er=100 | ER=100 | nas. | nas. | S OPtizemi
2005 | 2010 | 2005 | 2010 | 2005 | 2010 | 2005 2010| 2010 2010 |2005]2010(2005]2010] M | ZM [2005] 2010
CR celkem 153,8| 187,7 100 100 100 100/ 100, 100 10123 5720 100, 100, 100 100 7,1 25,1 29,5| 27,6
CR bez Prahy 147,3| 179,8 96 96 96 95 94 95| 10028 5616/ 107 109, 107 101 7,2| 26,2 29,5/ 28,1
Praha 204,0| 246,1 133 131 132 141 145 140 10817 7 203 44 37 43 95 6,2| 17,7| 29,6| 24,2
Stfedocesky 164,3| 198,6 107 106 115 110/ 105| 107| 10184 6 056 80 71 62 45 56| 21,2 31,8 25,8
JihoCesky 148,9| 177,2 97 94 95 93 97 94| 10014 5576 91 91 81 74 54| 22,9 20,8 23,5
Plzensky 153,5| 185,2 100 99 95 92| 102| 102| 10075 5854 74 74 66 54 2,6/ 19,1 30,3| 33,5
Karlovarsky 140,4| 174,2 91 93 91 87 91 96 9925 5431 124| 152 126| 145 6,2| 26,4 30,4| 25,9
Ustecky 136,5| 170,7 89 91 77 81 91 92| 10047 5504 157 179, 183| 182 10,9| 33,5 30,9/ 30,1
Liberecky 145,7| 178,5 95 95 96 98 93 90| 10056 5786 107| 121 91| 122 8,6/ 27,8/ 33,6| 31,4
Kralovéhradecky | 150,3| 181,2 98 97 104 104 92 91| 10003 5462 94 96 83 76 51 21,5/ 28,0| 22,8
Pardubicky 146,8| 173,6 95 93 98 92 93 89 9909 5504 108 98 97 72 6,9| 28,1 23,6| 33,7
Vysocina 144,3| 178,7 94 95 95 92 90 94 9 847 5659 100 89 92 61 2,9 16,8| 25,0/ 22,0
Jihomoravsky 150,7| 185,4 98 99 103 103 94 95| 10003 5670 103 96| 104| 106 8,0 29,2/ 31,2| 26,1
Olomoucky 139,7| 169,2 91 90 94 92 86 85 9 829 5463 115 115 114 93 8,3| 29,5/ 26,9| 30,2
Zlinsky 145,0| 175,3 94 93 105 101 85 87 9900 5402 98 89 89 75 74| 25,6/ 26,4 29,3
Moravskoslezsky | 139,6| 172,3 91 92 79 79 93 94| 10194 5452 131| 144, 162| 170 10,4| 31,7, 34,6/ 31,1

jde o zisky podnikatel. subjektd, vé. drobnych podnikatell, které jsou souhrnem diichodu z podnikani (zisku) a diichodu z prac. &innosti (mzdy) pro vlastni podnik
2 zahrnuji predevaim platy a mzdy vyplacené zaméstnavateli
% vyjadiuje stav v prosinci 2010
) vyjadtuje stav 31.12. 2010
® v ramci systému statni socialni podpory (véetné zpétné vyplacenych davek), jsou pfiznavany domacnostem s nizkymi pfijmy
)
)

=)

pramérmé ZM na domacnost v r. 2009 bylo v CR 6 493 K& (max: Vysogina 6 776, min: Praha 5 878 k&), pFijmem se rozumi &isty pfijem po odeéteni nakladd na bydler
% ze vSech odpovédi domacnosti (domacnost uvedla, Ze se svymi pfijmy vychazi s velkymi obtizemi, nebo s obtizemi)
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Tab. 1.7: Regionalni rozdily zakladnich ukazatelii Zivotniho prostiedi - souhrnny pohled

Zdroj: Cesky hydrometeorologicky Ustav (emise), CSU (ostatni data)

Mérné emise hlavnich znegistujicich latek Podil (%) | Obyvat. (%) Produkované | Nakladanis [ Pofizené

v t’km? (REZZO 1-4)" gisténych | napojeni na | ztraty vody | odpady/obyv.”| odpady®® | investice na

CR, tuhé S0, NO, co odpad.Yog) vefej. | verej. | v siti (%)" v pod- [ komu- (%,2008-10) ocihranu ZF;)
kraje latky z vypoust.”’| yodo- | kanal. nicich | nalni skl | (KE/obyv.)
tre- tre- tre- tre- tre-| vod |sCoOV tre-| vt | vkg | 2| dko- [2005-]2008-

2009|2009 )| 2009 | = 52009 )| 2010 ) 513070 2009| 2 10 201% Kace | ani [ 2007 | 2010

€R celkem 078|«>| 221] | | 320/ { | 531 96,2| 4 931 77,0] 19,7]«>| 1,94 317 17,0 158| 1968 2112
CRbez Prahy | 0,75/<>| 2,21 311 v | 511 954 1 921| 74,0 19,3|<«>| 1,44 320 180 17,3 1987 2174
Praha 436 ¢ | 340/ | [ 1634 36,98 100,0[<>| 1000] 99.2] 218 ¥ 568 207 139| 11,2| 1826] 1647
Stfedogesky | 0,99]<«>| 1,95] | | 336 | | 526 99,8/« >| 838/ 683 183 1,19]  416| 10,2| 22,7| 3395 2342
JihoGesky 0,49|<>| 098/«> 134/«> 252/«>| oa8/«>| 911 789 198] 4 1,80 342| 16,1 7.6| 1094 2271
Plzefisky 059/«> | 143/«<> 164 | | 289 ¢ [ 942] * 82,6 707 166|<>| 185 239 208 20,1[ 2185 3583
Karlovarsky 0,61|«>| 2,76 332/«<>| 280«>| 996/«>| 983 906 175 * 0,556 301 62| 269| 1717 1517
Ustecky 093] ¢ [1169 & [ 1177] [ | 480 997 $ | 956 776] 257 1 1,74  307| 75| 12,6] 2298 2070
Liberecky 0,66<«>| 090 | | 144 3,63 97| 88,6 662 247/<>| o066 282 40| 183[ 1228 2719
Kralovéhrad. | 077]«<>]| 125/ ¢ | 181] || 376 928|«>| 923 669 237 1 0,90 267 11,6] 33,7| 1629) 1889
Pardubicky 073[«>| 259 | | 357 || 369 9,5 1 958 67,5 187 4 | o071] 342 111] 338[ 2132| 1987
Vysogina 0,75/« > | 040/<>| 196/ *>| 347 85,7 942| 706| 16,1|<>| 064 302 31| 44,1| 2145 1440
Jihomoravsky | 0,73]«<>| 055/«>| 261/«>| 445/«>| o069 4 949| 828| 17,6/<>| 201 296 237| 13.4| 1762| 2551
Olomoucky 0,66|<+>| 0,87 2,09 ¢ | 347 9,8 * 90,9 723] 183 ¢ 0,85 307| 154| 183| 1400 1158
Zlinsky 061«>| 1,39] v | 200/ y | 333 934/ <>| 919 757 191|<>| 167 298] 105 22,6| 1468| 1993
Moravskoslez.| 1,200 | | 406 { | 4,95 [ | 2349 20,6/ | 984 741| 155/«>| 213] 335 335 129 1937 2122

" zahrnuje velké, stfedni, malé i mobilni zdroje (v posledni kategorii jde pfedevéim o emise z dopravy); data za rok 2009 jsou predb&zna
2 vyjadreno proti praméru z predchozich 5 let

3)
4)
% dle sidla podniku
6)

") udaj predstavuje roéni primér (z cen b&zného roku), tzemni zatidéni je provedeno podle kraje mista investice

odpadni vody zahrnuji splaskové, primyslové a ostatni vody, nezahrnuji naopak srazkovou (balastni) vodu (ta tvori 40 % veskeré ¢isténé vody)
vyjadfuje podil nefakturované vody (z dtvodu ztrat v trubni siti) na celkové vyrobené vodé uréené k realizaci

zapogitany jen podnikové odpady se kterymi bylo v daném roce nakladano, tj. vyprodukované, odebrané ze skladu a dovezené ze zahranici

Tab. 1.8 Regionalni rozdily ukazatelii charakterizujicich vnéjsi vztahy regionu - souhrnny pohled
Zdroj: CNB (zahraniéni investice), CSU (ostatni data)

stavPzi" |  Podil (%) aktivnich Vyvoz zboZi z kraje Slozeni vyvozu| Zahrani¢ hosté v hromad.

(tis.K&, b.c. | podnika pod zahraniéni do zahranici® v r.2010 dle ubyt. zafizenich (v tis.)

éR, naobyv., | kontrolou v odvétvi? 2008 2009 2010 zemi (%) Z toho

kraje k 31 12) (k 31 12) (mId (mld (mld Né&- | Slo- celkem z Némecka
pramysl |trznisluzby| K&, |v%| K& |v%| K& |v% EU-1 - ven- 2009 2009
20041 299917 06 Ta010] 2005] 2010] b-e) b.c.) b-c.) 27| cko| sko | 2910 | =100] 20*° |=100
CR celkem 125,3/220,0| 22,3] 28,9| 18,3| 25,2| 2474| 100| 2139] 100/ 2516] 100] 83,8 31,9 8,38 6334 1050 1348 96,8
€R bez Prahy 75,4/ 121,6] 22,2| 28,8| 11,1 16,8 2351| 950/ 2028| 94,8| 2393| 95,1/ 83,7 31,8| 8,3 2217 99,7| 745 92,0
Praha 511,4/949,0] 23,2| 298| 32,0/ 393| 123| 50| 111| 52| 123] 4,9|86,8/ 33,3 184 4117 108,1] 603|103,5
Stfedogesky 112,4(219,5| 242| 32,0( 17,0| 23.4| 481|195 429|20,1| 487| 19.4| 86,4/ 31,0/ 50| 143 962 42/109,7
Jihogesky 66,3[130,4] 33,4 388| 13,2| 184 101| 4,1 86| 4,00 93| 3,7/ 88,6|40,7| 44| 288| 1016 60| 83,9
Plzefisky 86,0(124,9] 389| 47,0/ 14,0 197 234| 95 200| 93| 203 81|92,4|564| 2,6/ 154| 106,8 67| 97,0
Karlovarsky 50,7| 72,1] 30,4 41,3 16,0] 197 51| 2. 42| 19| 52| 2,1]89,2|56,8| 3,7 4581004 246| 92,1
Ustecky 92,2|124,2| 284 36,0 88| 162 159 64| 130/ 61| 152| 6,0]888|41,2| 7,9 98| 934 50| 90,8
Liberecky 102,0{133,0| 21,4 26,5 73] 119 90| 36| 79| 37 89 35|84,1/428 50 148 896 78| 86,8
Kralovéhradecky | 47,2| 651 19.4| 257| 64| 11,0 99| 40 83| 39 103 4,1|724|330 49/ 208 929 96| 86,2
Pardubicky 68,7| 76,6] 14,0/ 225 69| 136 189 76| 175] 82| 236| 94|83,7|221| 3,6 46| 97,9 12]102,8
Vysocina 64,7[113,2] 18,4 251 97| 132 100 4,1 77| 36| 94| 37/840[381 59 47| 97,7 14]104,9
Jihomoravsky 81,0/115,9] 20,0 26,1| 14,3] 196| 174| 7,0/ 155 72| 167 6,7/80,7|256| 11,1 380 109,1 43/100,9
Olomoucky 532| 52,0 16,0/ 21,5 71| 123 97| 39| 72| 33| 79| 3,1/817[285 98 89| 108,6 13| 93,5
Zlinsky 48,9| 66,9] 17,0 19,4| 102| 129] 118| 48/ 98/ 46| 115 4,6|81,9]36,5] 10,2 58| 97,8 10| 92,0
Moravskoslezsky | 65,2/ 138,4] 14,0] 22,5/ 54| 134| 260| 10,5 226] 10,6] 277| 11,0/ 85,8] 22,3/ 11,1 101| 89,4 13| 90,9

"' PZI = pfimé zahraniéni investice
2)jsou zahrnuty jen podniky s 20 a vice zamé&stnanci se sidlem v kraji. Trzni sluzby = OKEC G-K (nezahrnuji mj. $kolstvi, zdravotnictvi a veF. spravu)
% idaje jsou vypodteny podle kraje plivodu zbozi, &ast vyvozu nebylo mozno tzemné specifikovat, v r. 2008 (8,0 %), 2009 (8,2 %) a 2010 (9,8 %)
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Zmeéna poctu obyvatel mezi roky 2001 - 2010
Population change 2001 -2010
Minimum: Plzen-jih -9,7 %

Maximum: Praha-vychod 51,3 %
Ceska republika: 3,2 %

Pfirastek (abytek) v %
Increase (decrease), %
[ ]97-11
[ -10--01

00- 19

Zdroj: Cesky statisticky ufad _W/; 20- 49
Source: Czech Statistical Office W 50- 99
==10,0-51,3

Mira reg. nezaméstnanosti k 31. 12. 2010
Registered unemployment rate

Minimum: hl. m. Praha 4,1 %
Maximum: Jesenik 19,7 %
Ceska republika: 9,6 %

Mira reg. nezaméstnanosti v %
%

[ ] 41- 79

[ ] 80- 99

i 100-119

) V/A 12,0-13,9
Zdroj: Ministerstvo prace a socialnich véci CR A 14,0-159

Source: Ministry of Labour and Social Affairs of the Czech Republic B 160-19,7

20



Analysis of regional differences in the Czech Republic

I-SYNTHETIC PART
INTRODUCTION

Issues of regional differentiation are rather complex and there is no generally accepted theory thereof so
far. Concerning this it is in a position similar to economics. In the Czech Republic neoliberal management
of certain ministries clashes with the socialist cohesion policy of the EU and this is reflected in the Czech
Republic regional politics. The level of regions responds to impulses with a substantial inertia,
nevertheless, there are critical thresholds of both growth and decline cumulative factors.

One of issues of the selection of regional difference indices is the question what is the objective of the
regional development or criterion of the region success, respectively. Is it GDP formation, consumption
structure, level of municipality utilities and amenities, stability of the region population, high quality
environment, or sustainability of the development? The real differentiation in regions is also modified by
subjective perception — what is perceived is rather relative difference than absolute level of phenomena.
The level of the region “backwardness” is relative both compared among states and within the Czech
Republic; it is necessary to carry out comparison over the whole set of units. Not in every case it is
possible to establish even an optimum target level of an index in a simple way. What clearly holds is that
more developed states have their basic indices less differentiated. The term of regional differentiation
must be therefore always bound to the difference bearing factor and to suitable indices. It follows from the
aforementioned that vague and non-specified claims, that the regional differentiation has been growing in
the Czech Republic, must be refused.

The Czech Republic as a rather small country has been still homogeneous in extraordinary way — after 40
years of redistribution and averaging out, following the secession of Slovakia, and that of Carpathian
Ruthenia (Sub-Carpathia) even before. The factors of the settlement structure, public infrastructure, and
transport accessibility may be taken as the basic factors for the differentiation of the socio-economic
system of the Czech Republic. These have their objective hierarchy which cannot be simply averaged. The
general trend is the Prague metropolis and other large centres have been becoming more influential;
majority of the country is located within one-hour isochronous line around them. What has been noticed is
the centres have been becoming more different from certain unfavourable outskirts of the Czech Republic.
Partial factors are the population age structure and educational attainment in the broad sense.

The goal of this introductory chapter is to briefly describe general trends and regional differentiation of the
socio-economic phenomena in the Czech Republic. Due to practical reasons, the regional aspect is
simplified to 14 regions of the CR; only exceptionally we refer to smaller units. The set of the Czech
Republic regions is small and heterogeneous (the Vysoc¢ina Region along with the Karlovarsky Region
represent a different level in the settlement system) and these facts should be taken into consideration
when doing a deeper interpretation of differences among regions. The position of the HI. m. Praha Region
(i.e. the City of Prague, hereinafter only as Prague) is specific among regions. In this introductory chapter
we stick to a narrow selection of traditional indices. Their overview is given in Tables 1.1 to 1.8, mostly
showing data for 2010. Readers may find further data in the CZSO data publications, especially in the
Statistical Yearbook of the Czech Republic and Statistical Bulletins, as well as in analytical publications
of individual regions available on the CZSO website at www.czso.cz, under the link “Regions, Towns,
Municipalities”.

SETTLEMENT AND DEMOGRAPHY

The topic of “baby-boom”, dominating the media until recently, hopefully has faded out finally. The issue
of stress namely in capacities of nursery schools and of basic schools appears on locations with intensive
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housing construction where self-governments have underestimated preparations of public utilities and
amenities. The spotlight of attention was captured, for a certain time, by the sensitive issues of retirement
reform and soon arriving growth of demands for social and health services has been still standing aside.
Reasons of the issues have been covered by the broader theme of the CR state budget indebtness on the
background of financial troubles of the whole EMU zone and expected deep recession. The demographic
essence of pension system troubles consists in strong generations of 1945-57, which have been entering
the retirement age now. The life expectancy after 2000 will prolong in a negligible way only. The
European theme of foreign migration and migration policy has not been much discussed in highly
homogeneous and tolerant the Czech Republic; issues related to so-called socially excluded locations have
been of episodic nature so far, as well as political extremism. The size of potential troubles was exposed
for a short period in 2001 in the Sluknov micro-region. Tolerance to regional differences has been
relatively high in the Czech Republic due to overall stable unemployment rate and the traditional
willingness to commute to work. What has been growing is sensitivity to regional environmental issues
(Ostrava Region). The reduction of public transport and slow modernising of overall very dense traffic
networks, have been more pronounced in contrast to stealing of public budget finances. Local transport
deficiencies, as missing bypasses of settlements, faulty railway crossings, or neglected maintenance of
roads and railways, have been criticised. Results of the latest road transport census have proven that
intensity fell in numerous relations and therefore it is necessary to evaluate ambitions and demands of
regional administrations for massive investments into transport infrastructure constructions in an objective
manner.

Trends in selected indicators of the current demographic statistics in the Czech Republic

The total change of the population in the CR after the years 2007 and 2008 of extraordinary increments
in 2009 dropped to a lower (roughly a half one) level of increment of +39.3 thousand inhabitants and in
2010 declined further to +26.3 thousand inhabitants. (Till 2002 the CR population was de iure decreasing
and the following increments were rising just slowly.) Positive balance of foreign migration reached the
record—breakingzo 83.9 thousand in 2007 and then 71.8 thousand in 2008, yet in 2009 it was mere 28.3
thousand, and in 2010 the decease continued to 15.6 thousand persons. This was undoubtedly due to
economic recession in the Czech Republic. According to citizenship of the immigrants the dominating
source states were Ukraine, Slovakia, Vietnam, and Russia. The natural change balance moved a bit
above zero after 13 years (since 1993) as late as in 2006. In 2008, 2009, and 2010 the surplus of births to
deaths was slightly descending, from 14.6 thousand to 10.9 thousand and to 10.3 thousand persons.

The gross birth rate’' in the CR declined from the record-breaking year 1974 (19.4 per mille, in total 194
thousand live born babies) to 1999 (8.7 per mille and 89 thousand babies in total). Since then the trend
was increasing till the “record-breaking” 11.5 per mille, i.e. 119.6 thousand live born babies in 2008. The
ratio of births in 1974 and in 2008 was therefore 100 to 62. The year 2009 already indicated an expected
drop in natality (118.3 thousand) and the year 2010 confirmed the decline (117.2 thousand). One of
marked demographic changes after 1991 was a continuous growth in the average age of mothers, for
instance those having the first child from 22.4 years in 1991 to 27.6 years in 2010. The share of children
born to unmarried women has also significantly increased to 40% in 2010 (from 9% in 1990). Since the
half of the 1990s the main growing category was right children born to unmarried primiparae. In 2010
46% 1* birth order children (decline), 39% 2™ birth order (stagnation), and 15% in the following birth
orders were born. The trend in the share of live born children with citizenship other than Czech Republic
is moderately accelerating — in 1995 they accounted for 0.7%, in 2009 they formed already 2.6% (3 104
children), yet in 2010 it was already stagnating at 2.6% (3 034 children) of which the majority were
Vietnamese (28%, a decrease), but an increment was still recorded for children born to the Ukrainians.

2 The official number of immigrants of 104.4 thousand in 2007 was, simultaneously, the highest number thereof
since the period of great people transfers following the World War II. But the registration of migrants is also affected
by the fact the Czech Republic expatriates do not cancel their permanent residence after moving out and remain
included in balances.

*! The number of live births per 1000 permanent residents.
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The total fertility rate of women® in the CR analogically declined from 2.43 (1974), first of all step-
wise, and then in the 1980s steadily, and after 1990 step-wise again down to the minimum of 1.13 (1999).
This was the lowest figure in roughly one-hundred-year-long of this statistics in the Czech Republic and
the country occupied one of the latest ranks in Europe (and in the world de facto). Since 2000 the indicator
was slowly increasing to the value of 1.50 in 2008. Yet the following years 2009 and 2010 have confirmed
the stagnation (1.49). The drop in the 1990s was deepened, inter alia, by the aforementioned postponing of
maternity to a higher age of women.

The abortion rate in the CR decreased substantially in the number of induced abortions (from
111 thousand in 1990 to the level of 25 thousand in 2006 - 2008, and then stagnated). In 2009 as well
2010 the favourable decrease in abortion rate indicators recovered — there were 39 273 abortions in total in
2010, which represented 25% of all gravidities (it was 39% in 1995). 61% of the total number of abortions
were induced ones. Their share was decreasing (the share of spontaneous abortions was increasing) but it
has been stagnating in the latest four years.

The mortality rate also recorded improvement after 1990. This has been documented by standardized
indicators adjusted for effects of “ageing” ages structure. In between the years of 1991 and 2010 life
expectancy at birth was prolonged by 6.2 years in males (to 74.4 years, a moderate increase) and by 4.9
years in females (to 80.6 years, following a certain stagnation the year 2010 brought a prolongation by 0.5
year). The prolongation was overall longer in males, who suffered excessive mortality rate in our country
in the 1980s and their life expectancy was even getting reduced that time. Differences in the number of the
dead by sex can also be documented this way as follows: in 2010 over a half (55.5%) dead women were
older than 80 years of age while in men this number did not accounted for even one third (30.0%) in the
Czech Republic.

In the Czech Republic there are exceptionally low the perinatal®® as well as infant** mortalities compared
to the world. The infant mortality rate decreased to a historical minimum of 2.7 per mille in 2010 from
10.4 per mille in 1991. In between the years 1991 and 2010 the level of the total standardized mortality
rate in both the sexes was reduced by over one third, slightly more in males than in females. The main
area, in which mortality decreased in both the sexes, was circulatory system diseases, significant decrease
was also recorded for mortality due to external causes, namely in females. In five recent years the rate of
the mortality rate reduction has been slowing down.

The gross mortality rate® dropped from 12.5 per mille (1990) to 10.2 per mille (2010). According to
causes of death both males and females are dominated by circulatory system diseases over a long term (in
2010 it accounted for 44.6% in males and 55.9% in females) and neoplasms (29.3% in males and 23.4% in
females).

The age structure of the Czech Republic population is determined by the demographic development in
the last 100 years. Its irregularities reflect effects of external conditions on the population climate while
the influence of migration has not been too significant. Uneven shape of the age pyramid for 2010 was
caused by both the World Wars, economic recession in the 1930s, society transformation in the 1990s, and
subsequent periods of increased (revived) birth rate brought effects in opposite direction. The most
numerous one-year age groups are 30 — 38, i.e. those born in 1972 — 80, each represented by over 160
thousand persons. The impact of subsequent higher birth rate on the age pyramid base after 2000 is clear
yet very moderate compared to “dents” due to high birth rate in the 1970s and after the World War II.
What is striking is a lower share of males at the age of 55+ years compared to women, which is due to
higher mortality level in men of this age.

2 The average number of live born children per woman, on condition that during her reproduction age (15-49 years)
the fertility rates of women by age would remain the same for the whole period as in the given year. If the total
fertility attains the value of approximately 2.1, fertility provides for a simple reproduction of the population. If it falls
below this value the population number heads towards a long-term decrease due to a natural change.

** Stillborn and dead children within 7 days after the birth per 1000 births.

* Dead within 1 year of age per 1000 live births.

%> The total number of deaths per 1000 inhabitants of the mid-year population.
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In 2006 the old age index*® exceeded the value of 100 for the first time and in 2010 it reached the value of
107.8. It was due to a low birth rate in the 1990s and, at the same time, to the transition of the stronger
generations from the World War II period and, especially, the period immediately after the WWII, to the
senior age category (65+ years). The most significant change in the age structure of the whole population
was the reduction in size of the group of children (age 0—14 years) to 71.6% in between 1991 and 2010.
The number of the productive age group increased by 7.3% (but in 2009 and 2010 it was rather
significantly decreasing, since the age of 15 years has been attained by small-size age groups from the
middle of the 1990s). Finally, the number of seniors (attained age of 65+) increased in between 1991 and
2009 by 24.4% and it will grow dramatically, since the strong generations from the period of the
compensating birth rate after the World War II are just close before the attaining of 65 years of age. The
age median between 1991 and 2009 increased from 35.6 to 39.6 years.

Population ageing is a phenomenon, which will bring a more dramatic change than potential losses or
increments in the number of the population. These will probably be only at units of per cent (depending on
the development of foreign migration). The share of the age group 65+years (15.5% in 2010) will be
doubled most probably around 2040 and will be nearing to one third of the population.

The population structure by family status features a growing share of single and divorced persons over
the last 20 years — the marriage is entered into at higher age, the divorce rate intensity is increasing and so-
called co-habitation status is increasingly accepted, too. Thanks to longer life expectancy of women
compared to men there is a prevailing majority of widows in the population pyramid at the age 50+ years.
Therefore the number of households of single persons in the population has been increasing, yet this holds
not merely to widowed persons but also to young people, especially in large cities.

After 1991 nuptiality reached its minimum in 2003 when less than 50 thousand marriages were registered
in the CR for the first time ever. Since then the number of marriages has been fluctuating slightly above
50 thousand up to 57.2 thousand marriages registered in 2007. However, a decline in 2009 down to
47 862 thousand marriages and in 2010 to 46 746 thousand marriages represented the minimum since
1918 (on the territory of the current Czech Republic) and the expected trend is a continuing decline. The
share of both single fiancés (64.4% in 2009) got stabilised. The age median®’ of the first marriage for men
substantially increased from 23.9 to 40.5 years and for women from 21.0 to 33.0 in between 1991 and
2010. In 2010 the total of 4 324 marriages was concluded (9.2% of all marriages), in which at least one of
the fiancés was not the Czech national. These figures have been rather stable over the recent years.

After 2002 the divorce rate stabilized at around 31 thousand divorces per year, but in 2009 the total of
29 133 approved divorces was a drop, yet the trend was reversed in 2010 with 30 783 divorces. The total
divorce rate (ratio of marriages ending in a divorce) increased to 50% in 2010 from 47% in 2009. Since
2003 the share of marriages divorced after 10+ years has been maintained at 60% yet the share of
marriages divorced after 20+ years has been increasing to reach 27.7% in 2010. The share of marriages
with minors has been decreasing (from 71.7% in 1991 and after 2005 slowly descending to 57.3% in
2010).

Regional differences of demographic indicators

Major differences at the level of regions consists in their migration attractiveness and hence also in the
total balance of the population. Variability of partial indicators is determined mainly by the difference in
the age structure of the population in regions. If we convert indicators to a standard age structure,
variability is not that notable but even here one can observe regional regularities — for instance, gradient in
the direction Northwest to Southeast of the CR is of frequent incidence.

2% The number of persons of 65+ years per 100 children 0—14 years of age.
*" The value of the middle element in an ordered set; in this case by age of groom or bride.
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Since 1991 dynamics of differences between regions increased in the total change in the population
mainly after 2001°*. Until then only Prague showed minor differences from other regions because it
became lose the permanently residing (“ de iure”) population® since 1994 at expense of its surroundings
(i.e. the Stfedocesky Region) and permanent loss was recorded also in the Plzensky Region, including the
City of Plzeii’’. Since 2002 the trend observed for Prague has been reversed and the Prague population
started to grow again and since 2008 it has exceeded its original size (1 257 thousand inhabitants in 2010
compared to 1 217 thousand in 1991). The Stiedocesky Region differentiated most from other regions by
its permanent growth dynamics rate showed — in 1991 — 2001 it grew by mere 1% but until the end of
2010 it then increased by 14% to reach 1 265 thousand inhabitants. Increments and loses in the population
since 1991 in other regions fall between +1 and —1% and the growth dynamic intensified after 2006, when
the whole population growth in the Czech Republic recovered. Yet the Vysoc¢ina Region and regions of
Moravia, but the Jihomoravsky Region, has not reached the original size of their populations yet.
Compared to the years 2007 and 2008 when the population growth was recorded in all regions, in 2009
regions in Moravia, except for the Jihomoravsky Region, the Vysoc¢ina Region and also Karlovarsky
Region suffered losses. Although in 2010 there was a positive result of natural change in all regions (but a
decrease in the Moravskoslezsky Region) the major factor of total decrements in regions went to negative
balance of migration.

Variability by smaller units is much more significant; see Cartogram 1 broken by districts, for example.
Extreme values were recorded for districts in Prague surroundings (Praha-zapad District recorded the
population growth by 63% from 74.2 thousand to 121.0 thousand inhabitants in 1991-2010). Similarly, the
Praha-vychod District increased by 44%, followed by the Nymburk District by 15%, Brno-venkov District
by 14%, Beroun District by 13%, and the Mlada Boleslav District by 11%, etc. The growth was mostly
contributed to by migration increments to new dwellings in the process of so-called suburbanization, that
means the urban sprawl in the outskirts and surroundings, which is by far most marked in the wider
suburban area of the City of Prague. The new housing construction accelerated after 2000 when mortgages
became easier to obtain and the birth rate increased temporarily as well. Districts with high employment
and income growth (Mlada Boleslav) and also Cesk}'/ Krumlov, Cheb, and Tachov, where the trans-
boundary growth factors were synergised by a younger age structure of the population and therefore
higher natural population increases, fell among dynamic districts as well.

The main urbanized areas essentially changed their internal structure and functioning and in total
increased their importance in the settlement system, which was shown, for instance, by an increase of
commutation to work to majority of centres between the Population and Housing Censuses in 1991 and
2001 (for example, Prague recorded the growth from 92 thousand to 134 thousand commuters). In the
Czech Republic the size and specific forms of the second (recreational) housing were maintained,
however, its use was changed and cottages have been reconstructed (converted) into permanent housing in
attractive localities.

On the other hand, permanent emigration indicates troubles of many other regions — as a result of their
remote location from the main transport axes, weak public infrastructure, and thus low attractiveness to
investors as well as inhabitants. This ends in so-called selective emigration of the younger and more
educated part of the population. This applies to a part of the border-close areas (parts of districts of
Bruntal, Jesenik, Sumperk, Vsetin, Zlin, Hodonin, and Karlovy Vary) and regions that suffer from
structural issues (districts of Karvina, Most, and Prerov). But large cities as Brno, Ostrava, Plzen, and also
Kladno were also affected by population decreases and stopped them as late as in recent years. Decreases

¥ The 2001 Population and Housing Census included the foreigners with long-term residence permit in the total
population for the first time and the year-on-year balance was adjusted according to results of the Census taken as at
1 March 2001. However, these influences had no major impact on the population development in regions.

¥ Real population, unlike de iure population, is not recorded statistically and can be estimated only. The Prague
population was probably in fact permanently growing.

0 Large cities (above 10 thousand inhabitants) have been still dominated by those recoding a decrease in the number
of inhabitants since 2001. The large cities growing were, besides Prague (107% in 2001-2010), also Liberec (103%),
Cheb (105%), Kolin (102%), and a number of smaller cities with even higher increments in the Prague surroundings
(Brandys n.L., Ri¢any, Beroun, etc.), or the Brno surroundings (Kufim).
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also continue in so-called internal outskirts on the limits of big centres influence, for instance on the
boundary of the Stfedocesky, JihocCesky, and Vysocina Regions, in Podkrkonosi (The Giant Mountains
foothill region) and elsewhere — these regions with remote and diffuse rural population, which suffer by
emigration and the population ageing most of all.

The age structure differs most in Prague, which has a high and in the last four years gradually
accelerating share of seniors over 65 years of age (16.4% as at 31 December 2010) among the regions and,
at the same time, the smallest share of children under 15 years of age (12.8%). These shares in the Czech
Republic were 15.5% and 14.4%, respectively. The highest share of seniors has been newly attained in the
Kralovéhradecky Region (16.5%). It is furthermore high in the Jihomoravsky, Zlinsky, and Plzensky
Regions. The highest share of children has been traditionally registered in the Ustecky and Liberecky
Regions, which were, however, surpassed by the Stfedocesky Region, yet differences in the share are
smaller than 1 percentage point. Overall it can be stated that the eastern half of the Czech Republic is
somewhat older.

“Younger” districts, besides those of a strong suburbanisation effect, are traditionally, for instance,
Tachov, Cesky Krumlov, Sokolov, and the strip of districts running from Bruntal southward to Znojmo.
These are often regions with a higher share of the Roma population or districts with a massive
construction of blocks of flats in the 1980s (as the Ceska Lipa District, for example). The strip of the
“oldest” districts can be found running from Ji¢in, through Prague, to Klatovy.

The standard nuptiality rate of men and women shows insignificant regional differences, but has been
slightly growing. The lowest nuptiality rate is traditionally in the Karlovarsky, Ustecky Regions and in
Prague as well, a higher rate is in the Moravian regions and in the Vysocina and JihoCesky Regions. This
also holds for the share of marriages of single fiancés (bachelors and spinsters), which is the lowest in the
Karlovarsky Region with 53.6% and the highest in the Vysocina Region with 73.1%. Prague differs in a
higher age of fiancés at their first marriage, by contrast the lowest age had fiancés in the Vysocina and
Pardubicky Regions, but inter-regional differences are not significant.

The divorce rate is differentiated in rather more significant manner and fluctuates in time. It is
permanently higher in Northwest and Central Bohemia where over a half of marriages ends up by divorce.
While in Northwest Bohemia the divorce rate dropped in 2010, in the StfedocCesky Region an abrupt
increase in it was observed to a many-year maximum of 61.2%. In 2010 the lowest divorce rate was
maintained in the Zlinsky, Vysoc¢ina, and Pardubicky Region (around 44%) where people are more
religious and their life style is more traditional. Yet Prague has also been keeping below the average
divorce rate in the CR even though it increased to 47.4% in 2010 there.

Differences in the total fertility rate’' are not big (in 2010 the total fertility rate stagnated at 1.49
compared to 1.50 in 2008 in the CR). The rate fell in the range from 1.39 (Prague) and 1.41 (the Zlinsky
Region) to 1.58 (the Stiedocesky and Liberecky Regions) and 1.55 (the Ustecky Region). It holds in
general that formerly traditional regions with higher fertility in the East of the Czech Republic have
moved to Northeast Bohemia (both the latter regions were joined by the Stfedocesky and Kralovehradecky
Regions). The Stredocesky Region also recorded the highest increase in fertility rate from the minimum of
1.16 in 2001 to1.60 in 2008. On the other hand, the traditional territorial distribution is kept in the average
age of primipara (28.1 years in the CR in 2010): in Prague their average age exceeded 30 years (30.2) for
the second consecutive year, while, on the contrary, the lowest average age of primipara remained in the
Ustecky Region (26.7 years), Karlovarsky Region (26.9 years), and the Moravskoslezsky Region (27.1).
What is typical for the aforementioned regions is above-average fertility of very young women (up to the
age of 21-22). The trend of postponing deliveries of children to a higher age can be seen in all regions.

The share of live births outside marriage shows the highest regional variability and upward trend in
time — in 2010 more than one half of children in the Karlovarsky Region (58.5%) and in the Ustecky

*! The average number of live births per woman aged 15-49 provided that intensities of fertility are kept by age from
the relevant year.
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Region (54.4%) were born outside marriage; further regions with an above-average share were the
Liberecky Region (45.5%) and the Moravskoslezsky Region (44.2%). The Zlinsky Region (31.9%) and
the Vysocina Region (33.7%) remained at the position of the opposite end of the scale. The whole the
Czech Republic recorded the share of 40.3%.

Similarly high regional variability can be observed in the abortion rate; in 2010 the total induced
abortion rate’® in the Ustecky Region (0.47) and in the Karlovarsky Region (0.43) was roughly twice the
rate in the Pardubicky Region and the Vysocina Region (both 0.22), or in the Zlinsky Region (0.24). The
total abortion rate demonstrates a similar structure. Indicators of the abortion rate have dropped down
roughly to a half over the last 17 years while the share of induced abortions has been decreasing and the
share of spontaneous abortion has been slightly increasing. In between 2009 and 2010 the number of all
abortions fell again, this time in all regions, yet the number of induced abortions negligibly increased in 6
regions.

Differences in the level of mortality in regions are quite stable in time. The basic axis of the improvement
is again roughly Northwest — Southeast of the CR. Life expectancy at birth has been still slightly
prolonging in males yet it has been rather stagnating in the last years after 2006 in females. The year 2010
brought a more significant increase by 0.5 year. According to mortality tables for 2008 and 2009 the
variation range among regions was 4.17 years for males and 2.33 years for females (a range decrease was
registered mainly in women). The worst data were still reported for the Ustecky Region with 72.3 years
for males and 78.6 years for females, followed by the Karlovarsky and Moravskoslezsky Regions. The
best results were reported for Prague with 76.3 years for males and 81.2 years for females. Values in years
for the whole Czech Republic were 74.4 (males) and 80.6 (females). Regional differences in mortality are
determined, first of all, by differences in the population structure by education, family status, socio-
economic status, and nationality (above average mortality was measured in the Roma people). Timeliness
of medical care providing (important in the cases of heart attacks and strokes, which are still by far the
most frequent causes of death in the CR) and quality of the environment have a great influence here.

The CR has been so far very nationally homogeneous within the EU. The most numerous nationality
(after the Czechs and the Moravians) are the Slovaks who account for mere 1.9% of the population
according to the 2001 Population and Housing Census. However, there is not enough statistical data on the
Roma nationality, which is the most demographically and socially different from the majority of the
population in the CR. The reason is it is not systematically measured and the 2001 Census determined
only a part of the Roma people (less than 12 thousand), who declared themselves to be the Roma. The
growing issue of the social exclusion was pointed out, for instance, in the survey of GAC agency carried
out in September 2006. According to this survey approximately 300 troubled localities in the CR were
inhabited by 60-80 thousand people, mostly the Roma.

Foreigners with the residence permit in the CR accounted for approx. 4.0% of the population (as at 31
December 2010). Therefore the Czech Republic belongs to the countries with a relatively low share of
aliens, although their absolute number was growing for most of the time after 1989 and culminated in
2008 when 438 thousand aliens were registered. In 2009 the number fell to 433 thousand persons and in
2010 further to 425 thousand persons, including asylum seekers. There were 42% of women in aliens.
45% of aliens had permanent residence in the CR. The largest group of aliens were the Ukrainians (29%),
followed by the Slovaks (17%), Vietnamese (14%), Russians (8%), and the Poles (4%). The shares of the
Russians and Vietnamese have been growing a little, that of the Ukrainians has been stagnating.
Demographically aliens differ from the domestic population mainly by the dominance of persons in the
productive age. The number of asylum seekers in the Czech Republic has been decreasing since the
record-breaking year of 2001 (18 thousand persons); in 2009 there were only 1258 persons seeking
asylum in the Czech Republic (the largest nationality in the number was the Ukrainians and the Mongols).
Mere 75 asylums were granted.

32 The average number of induced abortions per woman of the age group 15-49.
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Concerning the regions the share of foreigners in the whole population correlates with the employment
rate in industry — in 2010 the share of foreigners was higher mainly in the northern half of Bohemia, in
large cities, and in districts neighbouring with Germany. In Moravia it was higher only in the metropolitan
areas of Brno and Ostrava. The highest share of foreigners was recorded in Prague (11.8%), which
represented over one third (34.2%) of all aliens in the Czech Republic. It was followed by the Karlovarsky
Region (6.4%) and the Stfedocesky Region (4.6%) in the aliens share in the region population (namely in
districts of Mlada Boleslav, Mélnik, Praha-zapad, and Praha-vychod — around 7%).

LABOUR MARKET

Labour force offer depends on the development in the number of the population and its age structure. The
economically active population (labour force) shall mean persons of 15+ years of age that comply with
requirements for being employed according to the Labour Force Sample Survey (hereinafter as the LFSS).
It includes both the employed™ and the unemployed®*.

Since 1993, when the LFSS according to the ILO* methodology was introduced in the CR, the number of
the employed originally decreased (-142 thousand persons in 1993-2000). In the first years after 2000 it
stagnated but since 2004 the number of the employed in the CR reached its record (by 296 thousand
persons between 2004 and 2008) to 5 002 thousand persons, yet in 2009 it dropped to 4 934 thousand
persons and in 2010 it dropped further to 4 885 thousand persons. The number of employees and also the
number of the own-account workers were growing mainly. The average age of the employed was growing
(since 2000 by more than a year, while the employed women are older than men).

Employment broken by economic activity’® developed in rather calm way after 2000 compared to the
1990s. In 2009 the primary sector recorded even a continuing negligible decrease (to 3.2%). The number
of the employed in the secondary sector (industry and construction) stagnated after the drop in the 1990s,
yet in 2005 to 2008 it was growing substantially (by 148 thousand persons in 2005-2008 to reach 40.5% in
2008). This increment was even higher than that in the tertiary sector. During the mere year 2009
employment in the secondary sector underwent a principal turn when it dropped by 124 thousand persons
to 38.6% of the total employment. This drop was, however, mitigated by an increase in the number of the
employed in construction by 51 thousand persons. In 2010 the decrease in employment in the secondary
sector continued to 37.0%. The share of employment in the secondary sector in the Czech Republic is the
highest in the EU, similar one can be found in Slovakia only. This is at expense of employment in services
in which especially fields of health and social care are significantly undersized in the Czech Republic.

Essential changes to the economy were reflected in a very different way in the regions. A significant
decrease in the number of the employed in the 1990s was recorded in the regions with heavy industry,
especially in the Ustecky Region (-51 thousand persons in 1993-2000) and in all regions of Moravia (most
in the Moravskoslezsky Region by -44 thousand persons). Remaining regions, including Vysocina,
reported changes amounting to thousands, a small growth was recorded in Prague (+11 thousand). In
2002-2008, when the strong one-year age groups reached their productive age, the economy recovered and
the number of the employed increased by 5.0% (+238 thousand) in the CR. The highest increase was
observed in the StfedoCesky Region (+51 thousand), in Prague (+37 thousand), and further in
the Moravskoslezsky Region (+32 thousand) and the Jihomoravsky Region (+28 thousand). In other
regions the growth was insignificant or the number even dropped (in the Liberecky Region). Despite the
overall growth in employment, including a wide involvement of foreign nationals, the structural and local

3 These involve persons with one or more simultaneous employment contracts irrespectively their character or
duration, including persons in armed forces. Yet these do not involve persons on a further maternity (paternity) leave.
3 The unemployed according to the ILO methodology are persons aged 15+ years, who are not employed, are
seeking job in active manner and are ready to join a job. The unemployed do not involve persons on a further
paternity leave. Besides this general unemployment rate there is also the registered unemployment rate in use —
according to data of labour offices of the Ministry of Labour and Social Affairs of the CR. The registered
unemployment rate calculation methodology has been modified since 30 June 2004.

** ILO — International Labour Organisation.

3% According to the Classification of Economic Activities (CZ-NACE).
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lack of workforce became a limiting factor after 2000. A turning point happened with the economic
recession since the end of 2008. Except for Prague and the StiedoCesky Region all regions registered a
drop in the number of the employed in 2009, the highest declines were in the Moravskoslezsky Region (-
11 thousand persons) and the Pardubicky Region (-10 thousand persons). In 2010 the decline continued in
all regions but Liberecky, Jihomoravsky, and Stfedocesky Regions. The Karlovarsky Region recorded a
negligible drop and two thirds of the total decrement (-49 thousand persons) goes to Olomoucky,
Moravskoslezsky, and Zlinsky Regions.

The employment rate (share of the employed in the total population aged 15+ years) shows intensity of
the participation in labour. The drop in the number of the unemployed in 2000-2007 and an abrupt
increase in the number of the employed (including the prolongation of the old-age pension limit) was
offset by an extraordinary increase in the number of students and also by an increase in the number of
women on the maternity leave. As a result, there was only a slight growth in the employment rate from
55.1% in 2000 to 55.9% in 2008. Yet In 2009 a drop to 54.8% occurred again and in 2010 it fell further to
54.2%.

For a long time, the lowest employment rate has been registered in the Moravskoslezsky Region (50.9% in
2010) along with the Ustecky Region (51.1%). In 2010 the lowest employment rate was registered in the
Olomoucky Region with 50.6%. The highest employment rate is traditionally in Prague (59.9%) and in the
Stfedocesky Region (56.6%). In 2010 the employment rate decreased in all regions but the Liberecky and
Jihomoravsky Regions. The number of employed foreigners registered has been declining since its
maximum at the end of 2008 (362 thousand persons) for the second year to 306 thousand persons (as at
the end of 2010), yet the number of registered trade licence bearers has been increasing among them.

The level of employment rate, however, falls behind that in the majority of the EU Member States, mainly
for women. The CR population work (in one (main) job) for more hours than the average work hours in
the EU. The share of part-time employees in has been deeply below the EU average as well.

The unemployment rate is a main indicator of the economy state. It expresses the share of the
unemployed in the total labour force and is used, inter alia, to define regions targeted for a concentrated
support of the state. The general unemployment rate (according to the ILO) somewhat differ from the
registered unemployment rate (according to the Ministry of Labour and Social Affairs of the CR) as a
result of a different methodology. Since 2000 the general unemployment rate has been a bit lower that the
registered one’’, seasonally adjusted trend is, however, common to both. The general unemployment
rate in the CR grew since the middle of the 1990s from about 4% up to 9.4% in 1999, the second
maximum was registered in the amount of 8.3% in 2004, and since that time it was decreasing to 4.4% in
2008, but in 2009 it grew again to 6.7% and in 2010 to 7.3% (average of EU27 was 9.7% in 2010). Also
the registered unemployment rate in the CR was decreasing until the middle of 2008 down to 5.0%,
after that, however, the recession demonstrated its effects in a basically constant growth to 6.0% at the end
of 2008 (the same value was attained at the end of 2007), and then it further accelerated to 9.2% at the end
0f 2009. In 2010 it grew at slower pace to 9.6%.

The length of unemployment has remained an issue still. The number of persons kept in records of labour
offices for more than 12 months culminated at 220 thousand in 2004; since then it was decreasing down to
102 thousand persons at the end of 2008 and thereafter it has expanded back to 178 thousand persons in
2010.

There are essential differences in unemployment by region (see Cartogram 2). In the long-term the highest
level of and fluctuations in the unemployment rate (registered) is in the two structurally affected areas — in
the Ustecky Region (it was 13.9% as at the end of 2010) with Karlovarsky Region (11.4%) and Liberecky
Region (10.5%) and in the Moravskoslezsky Region (12.4%), which was, however, surpassed by the

37 The difference is typical for a period of an increased unemployment, when many of the officially registered job
seekers are occasionally working and the LFSS captures them as the employed de facto. The difference between the
two rates is usual and, as a rule, even bigger in all national statistics.
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Olomoucky Region (12.5%). The lowest unemployment rate has been traditionally in Prague (4.1%) and
in the StfedoCesky Region (7.7%). Other, so far not aforementioned regions of Bohemia have the
unemployment rate below 10% while other Moravian regions have it above 10% (the Vysocina Region
has 10.7%).

Taken by district the unemployment reached maximum values in the districts of Jesenik (19.7%) and
Bruntal (17.9%), and then in districts of Most (16.5%), Hodonin (16.4%), Décin 15.7%, Znojmo (14.7%),
and Karvina (14.3%). An unemployment rate higher than the CR average one (9.6%) was attained in total
of 49 districts and 9 regions.

Increments of wages were fluctuating depending on the development of economic conditions. Average
monthly real gross wages were recording the highest year-on-year increments (about 8%) until 1996 and
thus balanced the fall of the real income before 1993. The growth stopped in 1997 and in 1998 there was a
fall by 1.4%; then the annual growth of wages stabilized again at about 3-4% with the maximum in 2002-
2003 (around 6%). In 2006-2007 the wage growth attained about 4% and in the following year fell to
1.4%. In 2009 it returned back to the level of 2.3% but in 2010 it was at the lowest year-on-year growth
even of 0.4%. In 2010 the gross average wage median (for employees) in the CR accounted for
CZK 22 608, the highest one (CZK 28 392) was in Prague and the lowest ones were in the Karlovarsky
Region (CZK 20 110) and the Jiho¢esky Region (CZK 20 479). The far distance of Prague from the rest of
the country is determined by the employment structure in the capital city. There is also the highest
differentiation in wages measured by the coefficient of variation there.

What is persisting in the CR are lower wages of women against men — in 2009 the biggest differences
were at the age group 30-49 years. The difference between well and poorly paid employees (measured by
coefficient of variation) after a stagnation up to a moderate decline in 2002-2005, then in 2006 grew and
expanded by 11 p.p. to 96.78% in 2009. Yet generally, the CR belongs still among countries with a
relatively low wage differentiation and with a low poverty rate as well. In other words, the differences in
the labour productivity in between the advanced regions and districts and the backward ones are higher
than differences in the aforementioned regions in the wage level. In 2010 most employees received a gross
wage of CZK 24-28 thousand per month (14.0%). There are still relatively small wage differences
between the business sector and the non-business one and also by industry, with a few exceptions as the
financial sector (CZK 47 575), ICT (CZK 45 393), or air transport, which demonstrate the highest
dynamics of growth. There is, however, a great wage differentiation, of course, by the position in
employment.

The amount of the full old-age pension in the CR has been permanently growing. The growth accelerated
after 2002 and reached CZK 10 123 in 2010. The pension amount has been rather levelled by region, the
highest average old-age pensions are in districts, which were dominated by heavy industry and mining
and, nowadays, also in large cities. The year 2010 was the second year when Prague was leading
(CZK 10 817), followed by districts of Karvina (CZK 10 537), Praha-zapad, Ostrava-mésto, Brno-mésto,
Mlada Boleslav, Most, and Plzen-mésto, but also the District of Hradec Kralové, etc. The lowest pensions
have remained in districts of Znojmo (CZK 9 392) and Jesenik (CZK 9 581) and in the other districts of
the Olomoucky Region. Overall the weakest pensions are in border districts and also in districts of the
Vysocina Region.

INCOME AND EXPENDITURE OF HOUSEHOLDS

Data on income and expenditure conditions of households in the CR are measured by a sample survey of
the family budgets statistics. This survey gained importance by liberalization of the economy after 1990,
which was also the beginning of huge changes in the level and structure of income, expenditure, and

consumption of households.

The net money income per one member of all households from a sample survey of the family budgets
statistics in between 2006 and 2010 increased to 125%, expenditure rose to 121%. In the structure of basic
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expenditure by kind the group of dwelling equipment dropped most (savings due to the recession),
followed by postal services (implementation of electronic communication), and then by food and non-
alcoholic beverages (from 20.1% in 2006 down to 19.3% in 2010; this is a long-term decreasing trend).
The share of expenditure on recreation and culture stagnated. In general expenditure for services increased
the most, mainly for education and health. Expenditure for dwelling increased merely from 20.7% to
21.7% over the given five years. The growing standard of living in households of the Czech Republic can
be documented by, for instance, the share of households equipped with a personal computer (30%) and
with a broadband Internet connection (5%) in 2005 and in 2010 these shares were 59% and 51%,
respectively. The Czech Republic, however, has been relatively markedly falling behind in these
indicators within the EU27.

Regional data on income, expenditure, or equipment of households are limited due to a small size of the
sample surveys. Hence, different indices of the population purchasing power are constructed indirectly
and they revealed that the highest standard of living is in Prague and its surroundings, also in Plzen, and in
other large cities and, on the contrary, the lowest standard of living is in the Vysoc€ina Region and in
remote areas of Moravia. The availability of cars in households has already lost its information value, inter
alia, because it does not reflect their quality. The level of availability with cars is the highest in the
Stfedocesky Region, as expected, and also in the JihoCesky and Plzensky Regions (equally about 71%),
but the maximum was in Vyso¢ina (73%), and the minimum then in the Moravskoslezsky and Ustecky
Regions (about 56%).

GDP FORMATION

The total performance of the economy is measured by many summary indicators, of which gross domestic
product formation is given most often. A favourable development of real GDP formation in the CR in
1997-1998 was stopped by a decrease, since 1999 the growth (but in 2001 and 2002) recovered and
culminated in 2006, when the year-on-year GDP growth (at constant prices of 2005) reached 7.0%. In the
second half of 2007, however, the Czech economy started to slow down (the growth for the whole year
was still 5.7%) and in 2008 the GDP growth dropped to 3.1%. In 2009 GDP recorded a drop by -4.7%
year-on-year, and in 2010 the GDP growth recovered to 2.7%.

GDP per capita in purchasing power parity increased in between 2006 and 2009 from 77% to 82% of the
EU27 average, but in 2010 dropped to 80%. In 2010, compared to 2009, the general government budgets
worsening was decelerated and first of all deficit of the government sector was reduced. The long-term
growth in state debts was slowed down by the end of 2010 and reached CZK 1 300 billions, which was
36.6% GDP.

The real GDP formation in respective regions in 2010 was dominated by Prague with a one-quarter share
in the CR (25.8%). The next three regions contributed by about 10% each (the Stfedocesky Region by
10.7%, Jihomoravsky Region by 10.3%, and Moravskoslezsky Region by 9.8%). The least share was
contributed by the Karlovarsky Region with 2.1%. Of 14 regions Prague and the StfedoCesky Region
increased their shares year-on-year, five regions were stagnating (including the Moravskoslezsky Region
or the JihoCesky Region), and shares of seven regions declined (most Karlovarsky and Pardubicky
Regions). The comparison of the GDP formation per capita of the region is distorted by the region of
Prague, in 2010, it was 216% of the whole Czech Republic level (CZK 777 thousand at current prices
compared to CZK 359 thousand). The Jihomoravsky Region was the only one close to the Czech Republic
level (94%), the weakest Karlovarsky Region recorded lose year-on-year and attained the value of 72% of
the Czech Republic value.

HOUSING CONSTRUCTION

The housing construction reflects well regional differences in the standard of living and also migration
preferences. In the first half of the 1990s, there was a deep fall in the housing construction, especially in
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multi-dwelling buildings. Dwellings completed were mostly those which were started before 1990 and the
“bottom” in the number of completed dwellings in 1995 (12 thousand dwellings) even converged to the
level of 1948 (11 thousand dwellings on the territory of the CR). Since then, however, the number of
completed dwellings was basically increasing on a regular basis, up to the maximum of 41.6 thousand
dwellings in 2007. In 2008, however, the economic recession arrived with a decrease by 7.8% down to
38.4 thousand completed and approved dwellings. The same level was maintained in 2009 (38.5 thousand
dwellings) as well and in 2010 a further decline by 5.3% to 36.4 thousand dwellings was recorded.

The numbers of started and unfinished dwellings showed permanently an upward trend. New dwellings
were mainly in family houses (with the share of 41% of new dwellings in 1997-2005), less were in new
multi-dwelling buildings (29%), but markedly also in various types of extensions to current buildings and
houses (26%). Finally, an appreciable proportion of dwellings was acquired by municipalities as
retirement homes (almost 10 thousand, that is 4% of the total housing construction in 1997 — 2005 in the
CR).

Concerning the total housing construction in 10 years since 2001 the Stfedocesky Region (61.2 thousand
of completed dwellings) passed Prague (58.5 thousand) followed at a substantial distance by another
region with a significant suburbanization effect of the Jihomoravsky Region (41.3 thousand), then the
Moravskoslezsky Region (22.2 thousand) and the Jihocesky Region (20.3 thousand). In other regions the
housing construction did not exceeded 20 thousand dwellings. The view of smaller territorial units
indicates the suburbanisation process as well. The housing construction intensity (completed dwellings in
the decade 2001-2010 per 1000 inhabitants, annual average) was the highest, as expected, in districts of
Praha-zapad (14.4) and Praha-vychod (13.8), and then in districts Brno-venkov (6.1), City of Prague (5.0),
and Jihlava and Beroun (both 4.9), and in other districts including large cities (Ceské Bud&jovice 4.5), and
in surroundings of Prague, Brno, Plzen, etc. These intensities have been further growing and, by contrast,
districts around Plzen, for instance, have been losing the pace. High values (about 3-4 dwellings per 1000
inhabitants) can also be found in border districts as, for example, Domazlice (4.0), and further Prachatice,
Klatovy, Tachov, Znojmo, etc., where it is obviously a compensation effect of the former under-
investments and also the influence of employment beyond the CR borders. The pace of housing
construction in these districts has, however, been declining. The lowest housing construction intensity was
recorded in North Bohemia Basin districts, including the Ceska Lipa District, and in districts of the
Ostrava metropolitan area (all below 2.0 completed dwellings per 1000 inhabitants). That means in
districts with a relative abundance of dwellings from the period before 1990, higher unemployment, and
with, potentially, a negative balance of migration. But remote districts of Rakovnik, Louny, or Sumperk
also belong to this category.

THE ENVIRONMENT

The basic source for the assessment, the latest available Report on the Environment of the CR 2009
(Ministry of the Environment of the CR, CENIA) formulates the crucial questions and answers clearly and
evaluates trends using 39 selected indicators.

In general, it can be stated that state of the environment in the CR have been improving in main indicators.
The significant improvement during the 1990s turned into stagnation and fluctuation in trends after 2000,
but after 2006 positive trends were mostly restored thanks to, among others, the economic growth
slowdown. The energy intensity of the CR economy remains very high due to a high share of industry in
the GDP formation (the highest share in the EU but Estonia) and the industry structure although the
energy intensity has dropped by approx. 20% because of the “losing weight” of the industry structure
since the 1990s. According to the end consumption of energy per capita the Czech Republic is close to the
EU average, in absolute figures the consumption has been decreasing since 2007 and in 2009 dropped in a
substantial way by 6.6% due to a decline in the industrial production. In 2010 it increased by 8.3%
according to preliminary data. In 2009 the energy consumption dropped in all forms of energy, besides
electricity and heat the major drop was in fuels by 9.5%. After 1990 the volume of pollutants emissions
essentially plummeted and the area where immission limit values are exceeded has been reduced.
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Following the stagnation in around 2000 emissions of greenhouse gases as well as acidifying compounds
have been falling substantially since 2007 in relation to economic recession, namely the drop in electricity
generation in coal-fired power plants, yet also in connection with retrofitting of energy sources and
renewal of fleet. If it is expressed in emissions per capita the Czech Republic, however, remains above the
EU average. The Czech Republic is compliant with the Kyoto Protocol limits of the checking period 2008
— 2012 with a great margin.

Although the decline in emissions has been continuing since 2000 concentrations of air pollutants have not
been decreasing. Trends in the immission load are not unambiguous after 2000 (they are also affected by
making the pollutant diffusion models more accurate). A serious and ever growing trouble is namely
occurrence of high concentrations of fine particulate matter, fraction PM;,. In 2009 the immission limit
values for particulate matter, fraction PM,, were exceeded at more stations than in 2008. Concentrations
of NO, at locations with a traffic load have not been improving. Exceedances of benzo[a] pyrene™® are
similarly concentrated in settlement agglomerations although the share of the population exposed to
benzo[a] pyrene has been decreasing since 2007. In 2007-2009 the area where the ground-level ozone
immission limit values were not exceeded expanded substantially (onto 53% of the country territory) and
conditions in CO and heavy metals improved as well.

The high and still slightly growing share of deliveries of drinking water by means of public water supply
systems (93.1% as at 2010; it was 91.6% in 2005) can be positively evaluated, while the water
consumption and water losses in distribution systems have been decreasing yet slowly than in the 1990s.
Since the 1990s the surface water quality has improved essentially due to changes in the national economy
and investments into wastewater treatment plants. Since 2003 further improvements have been performed
slowly through the construction of wastewater treatment plants in smaller municipalities. In 2010 81.9%
of the CR population were connected to sewerage systems with wastewater treatment; it was 79.1% in
2005.

The total generation of business waste in the Czech Republic has been fluctuating. In 2007-2010 the
waste generation dropped by 5.7% to 22.2 million tonnes (it, however, increased in hazardous waste by
4.6% to 1.4 million tonnes).The total production of municipal waste increased by 12.9% to
3.3 million tonnes in between 2005 and 2010. Within the EU, the Czech Republic is significantly below
average concerning the registered generation of total waste as well as municipal waste per capita. The
generation of mixed municipal waste has been reduced as the extent of sorting of waste plastics, paper and
glass, etc. has been expanding. Yet the landfilling is still the most frequent method of the municipal waste
management (91% of municipal waste in 2009).

Landscape in the Czech Republic is characteristic for a high proportion of arable land of low retention
ability. Agricultural land of the CR is in 22% under threat of water erosion and in 8% of wind erosion, the
health state and species composition of forests are bad, and biological diversity has been further declining.
In 2009 the share of environmentally-friendly managed land of the agricultural land resources increased to
9.4% (the CR is high above the EU average), the number of organic farms increased by 38%, year-on-
year, to 2 689 that all at expense of expanding subsidies paid.

The consumption of mineral fertilizers and plant protection preparations was decreasing after 1900, in
2000-2008 was fluctuating yet with an overall growing trend. In the economic year 2008/2009 there was a
substantial drop in mineral fertilisers by 13% compared to the previous year. In the following year
2009/2010 their consumption negligibly grew again. The share of built-up areas has been growing, the
landscape fragmentation is increasing, and the issues of so-called brownfields (old industrial, but also
agricultural and military sites) has not been solved successfully.

Regional differences in quality of the environment correlate with the industry structure and urbanisation
level in regions. In general, the worst conditions are in the Ostrava metropolitan area and in large cities,
namely in Prague and Brno, where there is high air pollution with particulate matter, benzo[a] pyrene,

¥ Benzo[a] pyrene is a carcinogenic product of incomplete incineration namely in local fireplaces and in internal
combustion engines.
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ground-level ozone, and the noise nuisance of the population has been ever increasing. Concerning specific
emissions of main pollutants (per 1 km?) according to the Register of Air Pollution Sources (REZZO) 1-4
dominating are the Moravskoslezsky and Ustecky Regions, which dominates in particulate matter and CO, and
districts of Sokolov and Pardubice, which are leading in SO, and NOy. The lowest share of connections to the
water supply system is in the Plzetisky Region (82.6% of inhabitants in 2010) and the Stfedocesky Region
(83.8% of inhabitants); the lowest share of connections to the sewerage system is in the Liberecky Region
(68.2% of inhabitants), which fell behind the StfedoCesky Region (68.7% of inhabitants), and the Pardubicky
Region (71.8% of inhabitants). The regions with the toughest troubles also concentrated the highest investments
in environmental protection.
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Tab. 1.1: Main macroeconomic indicators - regional disparities

CR,Regions Gross domestic product per capita Gross value added/ GVA in economic
(NUTS 3), (CZK thous., PPS, person employed” branches (%, NACE)Z)
Cohesion current prices) EU27=100 CZK

Regions — — — thous. CR=100 A C-F G-l J-L
2005 CR= 2009 CR= 2010 CR= 200820092010
(NUTS 2) 100 100 100 2005 |2005]2010| 2010 | 2010 [ 2010 | 2010
Czech Republic 304| 100 356| 100 359| 100 81 82 80 673,6) 100/ 100 1,7 37,5 19,3 16,7
CR excl. Praha 261 86 302 85 302 84 68 70 67 607,2 91 90 2,2 44,4 18,8 11,6
Praha 639 210 761 213 777 216 175| 175| 172 983,3| 145| 146 0,3 17,9 20,6 31,5
StfedoCesky 277 91 319 90 323 90 75 74 72 651,0 99 97 2,0 44,0 24,8 11,2
JihoCesky 276 91 306 86 307 85 68 7 68 596,2 92 89 3,8 421 19,9 10,8
Plzensky 288 95 309 87 307 85 69 7 68 570,5 89 85 2,8 41,8 18,6 11,8
Karlovarsky 238 78 264 74 260 72 58 61 58 508,4 76 75 2,2 40,4 19,4 10,5
Ustecky 250 82 299 84 299 83 65 69 66 653,5 94 97 1,2 48,9 16,2 11,1
Liberecky 253 83 265 74 268 75 61 61 60 529,0 85 79 1,4 46,9 15,6 11,8
Kralovéhradecky 265 87 310 87 309 86 69 71 69 591,4 88 88 2,8 43,4 17,3 12,1
Pardubicky 250 82 288 81 284 79 66 66 63 569,9 84 85 3,0 45,1 17,3 13,8
Vysoc€ina 255 84 293 82 293 82 65 68 65 597,2 91 89 4,0 52,0 15,9 9,8
Jihomoravsky 275 90 337 95 336 94 76 78 75 629,7 93 93 1,8 37,8 19,6 14,9
Olomoucky 229 75 268 75 271 75 60 62 60 569,2 83 84 2,5 39,8 19,6 10,7
Zlinsky 245 81 306 86 301 84 69 71 67 613,1 87 91 1,6 52,5 15,7 10,1
Moravskoslezsky 259 85 293 82 297 83 69 68 66 634,0 97 94 1,0 46,2 17,4 10,4
Praha 639 210 761 213 777( 216 175| 175| 172 983,3| 145| 146 0,3 17,9 20,6 31,5
Stredni Cechy 277 91 319 90 323 90 75 74 72 651,0 99 97 2,0 44,0 24,8 11,2
Jihozapad 282 93 308 86 307 85 68 71 68 583,8 91 87 3,4 42,0 19,3 11,3
Severozapad 247 81 290 81 289 80 63 67 64 611,3 88 91 1,4 46,9 16,9 10,9
Severovychod 256 84 289 81 289 80 65 67 64 566,1 86 84 2,5 44,9 16,9 12,6
Jihovychod 269 88 323 91 323 90 73 75 72 620,2 92 92 2,4 41,8 18,6 13,5
Stfedni Morava 237 78 286 80 286 80 64 66 63 590,6 85 88 2,0 46,2 17,6 10,4
Moravskoslezsko 259 85 293 82 297 83 69 68 66 634,0 97 94 1,0| 46,2 17,4 10,4

*) data reflect the extraordinary revision of national accounts (in autumn 2011), all data (except the year of 2005) are preliminary
K Employed persons = workers on the main employment contract (incl. self-employed) by place of work
2 NACE A: include: agriculture, forestry and fishing
NACE B-F: industry and construction
NACE G-I: Wholesale&retail trade; repair of motor vehicles&motorcycles; Transport&storage; Accommodation and food service activities
NACE J-L: Information and communication; Financial and insurance activities; Real estate activities

Tab. 1.2: Research, development and information society - regional disparities’

R&D employees R&D expenditur. (CZK mill.) R&D Individuals aged 16+
(full-time equivalent) In busi In govern- | expendi- using selected IT (%)
CR, . In engineering, " USIn?>SS ment, higher | tures as Internet for

Regions Total Z]egtj(?r;iﬁ;s manufacturing & sector education” | % GDP" PC Internet e-commerce

Y construction 2010 12909] 5040 [2009] 5040 tre- [2006-(2009-|2006-]2009-f 2006- | 2009-

2005 | 2010 | 2005 | 2010 | 2005 | 2010 =100 =100 nd?|2008|2011]2008|2011| 2008 | 2011

Czech Republic 43 370| 52290| 21782 26998| 20570 26 379| 36 623 110/ 22085 101 1,56 f 52,5/ 63,5| 46,7| 61,1 16,0, 251
CR excl. Praha | 25786| 32327| 15937| 20695| 14 560 19 052 28 812| 112 9100, 105 1,36 f . . . . . .
Praha 17584| 19963 5845 6304 6010| 7327| 7812| 104 12985 98| 2,16 VL 64,8/ 72,9] 609| 69,4 264| 30,1
Stredocesky 4513| 5325 3434| 4260 2393| 3656| 10843 121 1056 98| 2,93 4 55,7| 66,2| 49,9/ 63,1 16,4 26,3
Jihoc¢esky 1644 2121 693 970 592 884 1039 97 1041 103| 1,08 4 51,9| 63,2| 45,1 57,6| 16,7 26,7
Plzenisky 1432| 1933 717| 1138] 1018 1298 1780 152 515| 120 1,31| 4 | 50,5/ 652| 44,5| 63,0 132| 233
Karlovarsky 70 94 63 91 40 60 104, 115 1 94| 0,13/ <> 53,4| 64,2| 44,3| 62,3| 11,7 23,9
Ustecky 697 769 544 548 236 278 531 104 165| 117| 0,28|<>| 44,3 56,5/ 38,3| 54,3 154| 24,9
Liberecky 1295 1338 856 989 1044 1180 1181 108 266| 113| 1,23|<—>»| 44,7\ 55,9| 38,6/ 54,1 10,8 17,0
Kralovéhrad. 1365 1807 809| 1454 623 999| 1167 99 386 81| 0,92 4 53,4| 67,9 47,7 65,7 14,01 27,2
Pardubicky 1936 2160 1704 1886] 1440 1351 1979 117 248| 103| 1,52 4 52,5| 63,5/ 47,3| 59,5 16,8| 22,0
Vysoc€ina 699 692 675 672 417 549 731 115 12| 109| 0,49| < *| 51,1| 64,5| 46,4| 61,7 19,6| 284
Jihomoravsky 6036| 8732 2694 4068 2816 4066| 4565 99 3802, 109 2,17 T 54,1| 67,2 47,9| 65,0 15,0 23,9
Olomoucky 2058/ 2110 1129| 1090 868 716 854| 88 722| 113| 0,92|<>| 458| 61,0/ 39,2| 57,9 11,2| 235
Zlinsky 1665 1785 1248 1586 1350 1383 1665 119 144 78| 1,02|<>| 49,0/ 64,8/ 43,5 60,8 11,9 235
Moravskoslez. 2376| 3459 1370 1944 1722 2631 2371 103 741| 103| 0,84|<«—>»| 50,5| 63,4 44,3| 60,3 14,1 23,9

*) Regional breakdown by seat (head office) of reporting businesses

" Expressed in current prices

2 Compared to 2005-2009 average (relative increase / stagnation / decrease)
3 For representativity reasons data are published as three-year weighted arithmetic mean
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Tab. 1.3: Main indicators of selected economic branches - regional disparities
Source: Ministry of Finance of the CR (real estates prices), Ministry of Transport (transport), Ministry of Industry&Trade (construction work), CZSO (remaining data)

Total output of agriculture Construction works per [ Avg. prices of selected | _Transport within region
(CZK mill, current prices), | Industrial capita?) (CZK thous.) real estates types Freight Passenger | Overnight
by production type sales per Residential (current prices) By road By rail stays of
CR emploee” buildings - Dwellings guests
Regic;ns Crop Livestock (CzK Total (re/constru- ::ng); CZKg Ton- nd Pass- nd in HUZ®)
thous.) ction, mod- nes, | INdeXfenger| INAeX| (per cap.)
Abs. |Index| Abs. |Index emization) | CZK/m® | thous. / m? |('m”; |(.m”;
2009 2009 2009 2009 2009 ‘o)1 2009| "™ | 2009 tre-
2010 =100 2010 =100 2010 =100 2010 =100 2010 =100 2009]2010| 2009|2010 20101 =100[ 20701 =100 2010 nd®
Czech Repub. | 56 951| 111|40 958 971 3 534| 116| 25,7 88 3,2 78| 2513| 2562| 21,8 20,2|230,8 88| 123,9| 100| 3,51
CR excl. Praha .| 3455 118| 22,9 88 2,7 93| 2480, 2527 18,9| 17,8|213,5 88| 99,6/ 100| 2,68
Priaha _ 12162] 11| 6180 103 4 257 98| 46,2 86| 6,5 52| 7632| 8013| 47,4| 46,0 17,2 95| 24,2| 103| 9,68|<«>
Stredocesky 5314| 115| 19,6 73| 3,2 94| 3533| 3666| 23,1| 22,5 40,1 98 8,5 94| 1,34
JihoCesky 5028 112] 5419 99| 2398| 108| 27,3 88 2,6 94| 2352| 2311| 16,1| 16,8 14,7 88 4,3 94| 4,25 v
Plzersky 3936| 116] 3955 97| 3365 114| 23,1 92| 27 92| 2188| 2248| 19,9| 19,4] 151 92 7,00 103| 242| ¢
Karlovarsky 887| 126 662| 115|1666| 105| 36,2 96| 3,4| 110| 2215| 2297| 14,6| 13,4] 96 87 3,00 102|13,72| v
Ustecky 4097| 108| 1096 80| 5459| 127| 27,4 88| 22| 119| 2149| 2157| 10,7| 8,5 22,3| 104 8,1 102| 1,05 y
Liberecky 950, 104 849 97| 2752| 113| 19,6 9% 1,1 92| 2611| 2620| 18,4| 15/4| 8,6/ 114 3,9 95| 5,02
Kralovéhradec.| 4056| 114| 3304 98| 2245| 123| 17,6 770 1,3 54| 2374| 2294| 20,7| 19,9] 8,9 70 6,0 95| 5,65 v
Pardubicky 3721 108 3411 97| 4654| 123| 17,9 83| 2,2 89| 2052| 2077| 20,4| 19,1 10,3 81 5,0/ 100| 1,86| ¢
Vysoc€ina 5337, 111 5653| 102| 2283 114| 17,2 78 2,1 83| 1771| 1792| 16,6 16,2 11,7 74 2,8 98| 1,66| ¢
Jihomoravsky 7670 114 3997 85| 2596 115| 26,5 92 3,8 87| 2437| 2418| 26,5 26,0| 22,0 84| 21,5 98| 1,77| v
Olomoucky 4008/ 107| 2389 9412115/ 107 19,9 94 29 82| 1941| 1996 19,6 17,7| 13,2 72 8,7/ 100| 221 ¢
Zlinsky 2265 118] 1830 9112992, 111| 20,7 99 2,7 94| 2088| 2143| 20,3| 18,7] 9,1 94 5,7/ 100] 2,66| v
Moravskoslez. | 2835/ 107| 2212 93] 3592| 129| 24,9 97| 3,1 115| 2386| 2294| 16,1| 15,0 27,8 83| 14,9 107| 1,39 v
Yn current prices; Sales of own goods&services incidental to industry, only businesses > 100 emploees (actual persons), reg. breakdown by head offices
2 In current prices; Construction works in CR by region of site, by contractors&subcontractors, only businesses > 20 emploees (actual persons)
4 Compared to 2007-2009 average (relative increase / stagnation / decrease); HUZ = collective tourist accommodation establishments
Tab. 1.4. Main demographic indicators - regional disparities
Source: Directorate of Alien and Border Police, Ministry of Interior of the CR (foreigners), CZSO (remaining data)
Pooul Population increase | Total Life oi Aborti oig | Eco- [ Foreigners | with perma-
CR. c;z:’a (per thous. inhab.) fe_rti- expegaﬂcy plg/?:coeos peor 1|c())r(1)s age ngl:r:ic (thous_)5) nent residen.
Regions, total Natural | Net migrat. “tty at birt ) | marriages | births depen{ | Total [ Index | Total | Index
Size groups (within CR) | rate | (years) denoY | index 31.12. 31.12.
of municipalities [™™>" tre- tre- 2009-2010 tre- tre- 4 32161?)' 2009 321615' 2009
2010 | 2010] g [ 2010 pgn| 2010 male| fem. 20101, | 29101 037122010 =100 =100
Czech Republic 10 532 770 1,0/ <> x| X 1,49| 74,3| 80,4] 65,9 1 334 v 107,8 42,7 425,3 98| 190,0 105
Praha 1257158 20| * -3,2 ¢ 1,39 76,3] 81,2 589 % 299| v | 1276 41,3] 148,8 100 57,2 107
StfedoCesky 1264 978 2,2 4 9,9|<«—»| 1,58 74,3| 80,2 721 L 32,0 ¢ 94,8 43,5 57,8 99 24,3 107
JihocCesky 638 706 0,8|«—» 0,7|«» 1,49| 74,8| 80,4| 644 4 33,4|«<—>»| 106,8 42,9 15,1 98 7,7 105
Plzensky 572 045 0,7/« -1,7 ¢ 1,49| 74,9 80,1| 639 1 38,8 ¢ 113,4 43,2 25,2 91 10,7 104
Karlovarsky 307 444| 07/«>| -34| ¢ 1,49| 72,7| 793 803| ¢ 42,7 $ 98,1 41,0 19,6 100 11,6 100
Ustecky 836 045| 04|« -21|«—>| 155 723| 786| 70,1 4 46,5/« 91,2 41,5] 30,7 96| 15,8 102
Liberecky 439942| 20/«—>| -03/«—>| 158 744| 80,1 701| 4 37,9 v 97,1 42,3| 16,8 97 8,6 104
Kralovéhradec 554 803 0,8|<«—» 0,2 f 1,53| 75,2| 80,8 66,0 4 36,1 v 113,4 44,9 14,9 97 71 103
Pardubicky 517 164 0,8|<«—» 02|«<—>| 152| 748| 805 591| ¢ 277 v 107,1 43,8 12,1 101 4,5 107
Vysoc€ina 514 569 0,5|¢» -15<¢» 1,45 75,1| 81,1 59,9 4 29,6| v 109,6 43,7 8,0 93 3,8 107
Jihomoravsky 1154 654 1,3 4 -0,1«—>| 1,49 747 81,1 69,6 28,5 v 114,8 43,4 36,1 97 16,2 106
Olomoucky 641681| 03|« -1,1/«>| 147 740/ 803| 681| 4 28,9| v 110,3 43,0 9,5 100 5,4 103
Zlinsky 590361 O1|<«—>» -11/<>| 141 735 809| 574/« 311<«¥» 1157 43,3 8,0 99 4,6 102
Moravskoslezsky 1243220 -0,2|<«—» 24| »| 147| 72,6| 79,7 652<«>»| 345 # 105,8 41,9 22,6 95 12,6 101
Municipalities by population:
up to 499 835076 01| 4 92|<«—>| 157 572 ¥ | 257/ v | 1055/ 440 158
500 - 999 953 015| 0,8|«—>» 8,0/« | 1,53/7364|80,14| 6338 % 27,7] v 94,5 42,8] 19,3
1000 - 1999 1009475 14|<—> 8,0/«—>| 1,53 64,5 ¢ 28,5 ¥ 91,6 42,5 22,0
2000 -4 999 1219378, 0,8/« 29/« 150 65,2 4+ 312 ¥ 96,6 43,00 315
5000 -9 999 960 042 0,9|<«—» -0,9|«—>»| 1,52 67,8 f 34,3 ¢ 104,2 43,7 25,4
10 000 - 19 999 967 742 1,0/ <> 34> 1,47 7452|8044 71,8 f 40,3| ¥ 107,3 42,5 32,7
20 000 - 49 999 1181739 0,7| <> -6,0«—>| 1,46 69,2/« > 40,2 ¢ 109,7 41,6 39,8
50000-99999 | 1103250 o07/«—>| -44] + | 148 693 * | 420] ¥ | 1172 433] 386
100 000+ 2 303 044 1,6 f -4,6 $ 1,45 63,9 f 31,5 v 126,4 42,3] 200,2

") Compared to five-year average (2005-2009)

2 For representativity reasons expressed as a two-year average

3)
4)
5 Excl. persons with

valid asylum

Sum of population aged 65+ related to population in the age of 0-14 (in %)
Sum of population aged 65+ plus in the age of 0-14 related to population in the age of 15-64 (in %)
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Tab. 1.5 Main indicators of labour market - regional disparities
Source: Ministry of Labour and Social Affairs (unemployment, retraining, employed foreigners), CZSO (remaining data - Labour force sample survey)

Economic actvity rate % of total own- t Employed
(in 2010) of population | employ-ment \A?gﬁ::‘;g& Registered Un- Ungmploeyd Retraining fz;fj;gze);)s
CR, (in2010) by | employers umtemptﬂoyo-/ employed 1;eg|stei:]ed o>/ graduates? -

Regions aged aged Cz-15CO-88| (per 100 ment rate (%)| per vacancy months (%) ot Index
20-64 55-64 employed, (3;)132 31.12.
fe- fe- |categ]cate total)  |31.12(31.12|31.12[31.12| 31.12| 31.12 10y | 2009
male | ate| ™| male 1-31%J 8-91? 2009120701 2009 | 2010 | 2009 | 2010 | 2009 | 2010 | 2009 | 2010 201001 = 100
Czech Republic| 84,9| 66,4| 62,5 38,0 40,7 20,0 16,2 17,1 9,2 96| 17,4 18,2 23,00 31,8/35014/ 62005 3064 96,2
CR excl. Praha | 84,5/ 659| 60,7 358 37,4 21,7 153 16,3| 10,1 104 22,7| 21, 23,6/ 32,5/ 34168| 60 194| 205,8| 97,6
Praha 88,0| 69,6/ 76,00 53,0, 62,0 8,6/ 21,9 2272 3,7 4.1 3,5 5,8 11,5 20,8 846 1811| 100,5| 93,5
StfedoCesky 86,5/ 66,7 65,1 39,6/ 39,8/ 204| 18,3 191 7,0 7,71 14,9| 152 18,1 26,8| 2188 3867, 429| 86,0
JihoCesky 851| 658 62,3] 351 36,1 22,7 13,7/ 16,2 7,8 8,5 18,2 16,0 16,3| 23,3] 1911 4124 10,6| 100,6
Plzerisky 851| 67,5| 63,1] 38,7| 357| 222| 149 155 8,2 8,2 12,9 12,6 19,6/ 28,5/ 1240| 3340, 21,8/ 96,0
Karlovarsky 85,8| 70,7 63,2 43,3| 30,2 264| 139 141 111 11,4 23,3] 26,6 276, 363 845| 1827 9,7/ 97,9
Ustecky 84,00 62,7 59,3| 29,7 33,5 251| 13,0 14,6] 13,6| 13,9 34,8 27,7| 321 38,9 3524 6523 14,4| 101,9
Liberecky 85,0/ 63,5/ 61,0/ 36,00 36,8/ 21,7/ 16,6| 17,4| 112] 105 21,9 18,1 22,8 33,5 1749| 3251 11,6| 100,9
Kralovéhradec.| 84,3| 66,7| 60,8 358 41,1 21,0 17,7 18,2 8,0 8,4 17,5 181 14,4| 22,5/ 2078 3263 11,9 99,2
Pardubicky 84,3| 66,1 57,6/ 38,7 37,00 22,1 13,6/ 16,0 9,6 99| 14,8/ 12,6/ 20,5/ 285 1072 2572 11,7 101,3
Vysoc€ina 85,2| 66,8/ 60,4 33,7 31,8/ 24,2| 13,7 149| 10,3 10,7 37,5 32,1 21,8/ 31,00 2925 4104 59| 994
Jihomoravsky 84,3| 67,9| 63,5 39,9 433 17,1 165 17,9 10,6] 10,9 21,7 23,5| 24,1 329| 5566| 7924, 34,3 1034
Olomoucky 82,4| 64,1| 58,1 32,3 344| 22,7/ 164| 16,2 122| 125/ 50,1| 34,8/ 20,2 33,1 1879 4651 5,7/ 103,9
Zlinsky 83,5/ 66,1 59,4| 356| 36,9 22,7/ 16,0, 16,6/ 10,8 10,7 27,0 26,8/ 22,6 34,7 2585 4261 7,2| 104,3
Moravskoslez. 83,2| 64,7 551| 314| 37,8/ 21,8 12,8 134 121 124| 292 259| 30,1 38,0/ 6606| 10 487 18,2| 105,5

" CZ-ISCO 1-3: Legislators, senior officials and managers; Professionals; Technicians and associate professionals

CZ-ISCO 8-9: Plant and machine operators and assemblers; Elementary occupation
2 Job applicants (as to 31.12.) who have successfully finished retraining course during this year
% Include all employed foreigners: registered by Employment offices (esp. Employees) as well as Trade licence holders

Tab. 1.6 Main indicators of social cohesion - regional disparities
Source: Ministry of Labour and Social Affairs (pensions, unemployment benefits, state social support benefits), CZSO (remaining data)

Net disposable Net_ Compesa- Avg. Avg. Social Housing % of hou_se- % of house-
income of households operation tion of emp- monthly | monthly benefits contribut. hOId.S with holds made
. surplus and old-age | unempl. . ; relation of
CR, per capita mix. income |0yee§ 2| pension | benefit paid (C,ZK5> paid (C,ZKQ) income to both en.ds
Regions yTv ———— per capita” per capita”™ | 7y | (czky® |Pe" capita)” [ per capita)”’| g 5y 0q¢ szitu\rt':g
CZK thous. | CR=100 CR=100 CR=100 December CR=100 CR=100 [<1,5| <2

2005 | 2010 | 2005|2010 2005 | 2010 | 2005 2010 2010 2005 2010|2005 2010| SL | SL | 2005|2010
Czech Republic | 153,8| 187,7| 100/ 100 100 100 100, 100, 10123 5720f 100, 100/ 100, 100 71| 251| 29,5 27,6
CR excl. Praha 147,3| 179,8 96 96 96 95 94 95| 10028 5616/ 107, 109, 107, 101 7,2| 26,2| 29,5 28,1
Praha 204,0| 246,1] 133| 131 132 141| 145) 140 10 817 7 203 44 37 43 95 6,2| 17,7 29,6| 24,2
StredoCesky 164,3| 198,6/ 107, 106] 115 110/ 105 107| 10184 6 056 80 71 62 45 56| 21,2 31,8 25,8
JihoCesky 148,9| 177,2 97 94 95 93 97 94| 10014 5576 91 91 81 74 54| 22,9| 20,8/ 23,5
Plzensky 153,5| 185,2| 100 99 95 92| 102| 102| 10075 5 854 74 74 66 54 2,6/ 19,1 30,3| 33,5
Karlovarsky 140,4| 174,2 91 93 91 87 91 96 9925 5431 124| 152| 126| 145 6,2| 26,4 30,4| 25,9
Ustecky 136,5| 170,7 89 91 77 81 91 92 10 047 5504 157, 179| 183| 182 10,9/ 33,5/ 30,9/ 301
Liberecky 145,7| 178,5 95 95 96 98 93 90 10 056 5786 107 121 91 122 8,6| 27,8/ 33,6/ 314
Kralovéhradecky | 150,3| 181,2 98 97 104 104 92 91 10 003 5462 94 96 83 76 51| 21,5/ 28,0 22,8
Pardubicky 146,8| 173,6 95 93 98 92 93 89 9909 5504| 108 98 97 72 6,9| 28,1| 23,6/ 33,7
Vysocina 144,3| 178,7 94 95 95 92 90 94 9 847 5659| 100 89 92 61 2,9| 16,8| 25,0/ 22,0
Jihomoravsky 150,7| 1854 98 99| 103| 103 94 95/ 10003 5670 103 96| 104 106 8,0/ 29,2| 31,2 261
Olomoucky 139,7| 169,2 91 90 94 92 86 85 9 829 5463| 115 115 114 93 8,3| 29,5/ 26,9 30,2
Zlinsky 145,0| 175,3 94 93] 105/ 101 85 87 9900 5402 98 89 89 75 74| 25,6| 26,4 29,3
Moravskoslezsky| 139,6| 172,3 91 92 79 79 93 94 10 194 5452 131 144\ 162| 170 10,4| 31,7 34,6| 31,1

Ylncludes profits of enterprises (incl. small entrepreneurs), which are sum of their income from businesses, and from work activities (wages) for own enterprise
2 Includes mainly wages and salaries paid by employers
3 Within the state social support system (incl. benefits paid retroactively), contributions are paid to low-income families
4 Avg. subsistence level (SL) per household in 2009 in CR was 6 493 CZK (max: Vysocina 6 776, min: Praha 5 878 CZK). Income = Net income excl. housing costs
8 Subjective evaluation of individual households (% of households made both ends meet with: great difficulty or difficulty)
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Tab. 1.7: Main indicators of environment - regional disparities
Source: Czech Institute of Hydrometeorology (emissions), CZSO (remaining data)

Specific emissions of main air pollutants Share of | Population (%) | prinking | Waste gene- Waste Fix. assets

tonnes/km? (REZZO 1-4)" waste Conne-| water lost | ration/cap. | managene-| aquired for
CR’ Solide 50, NO, co waters) V:j;?r cted to]| in SUPDPZ) Busi- M.uni- nt"® (%, |envi. PfOtngt)-

Regions treated plied‘” sewes; syst. (%)” | ness”| cipal | 2008-10) | (CZK/cap.)
tre- tre tre- tre- tre- rage tre- | Tonnes| Kg |Recy|Land-|2005-]2008-

2009 [ 2009] a1 2009 | [ 2009 f 1)) 20101 2010 | 2010 20101 4 2010 20?0 cnng filing | 2007 | 2010
Czech Republid 0,78/<>| 2,21| | 320 v | 531 v | 962] 4 931| 77,00 19,7]«>| 1,94 317] 17,0] 158| 1968 2112
CR excl. Praha| 0,75/ <> 2,21| | 311 ¢ 511 ¢ 95,4 4 92,1 74,00 19,3| <> 1,44 320| 18,0/ 17,3| 1987| 2174
Praha 4,36 ¢ 3,40| v 16,34 36,98 100,0(*> | 100,0 99,2| 21,8 ‘ 5,68 297] 13,9 11,2] 1826| 1647
Stfedocesky 0,99|«>| 195 L 3,36 5,26 99,8| > 83,8 68,3| 18,3 1,19 416| 10,2| 22,7] 3395| 2342
JihoCesky 0,49| <> 0,98/« 134|¢>» 252/¢>»| 0948 > 91,1 78,9| 198| ¢ 1,80 342 16,1 7,6] 1094 2271
Plzerisky 0,59|¢«» | 143|<« > 164 ¢ 2,89 # 94,2 f 82,6 70,7| 16,6/ <> 1,85 239| 20,8/ 20,1] 2185| 3583
Karlovarsky 0,61|<«>»| 276 3,32|¢ > 280/« >| 99,6| > 98,3 90,6 17,5 f 0,56 301 6,2| 26,9 1717| 1517
Ustecky 093] § 11,69 § [ 11,77] [ | 4s0[ | [ 907 % 956| 77,6/ 257/ 1 1,74 307 75| 12,6] 2298| 2070
Liberecky 0,66|<>| 0,90 1,44 3,63 ¥ 99,7 f 88,6 66,2| 24,7| <> 0,66 282 4,0/ 18,3] 1228| 2719
Kralovéhrad. 0,77|<>»| 1,25 1,81 3,76 & 92,8 «» 92,3 66,9| 23,7 f 0,90 267| 11,6| 33,7] 1629| 1889
Pardubicky 073[«>| 259 | | 357 || 369 ¢ | 965 % 058 675 187 4 | o071 342] 11,1] 338| 2132] 1987
Vysoc€ina 0,75« | 0,40|¢«>| 196|“>| 347 v 85,7 94,2 70,6| 16,1| <> 0,64 302 3,1 441 2145| 1440
Jihomoravsky 0,73|<>| 0,55|«>»| 261|¢>| 445/<>| 96,9 4 94,9 82,8/ 17,6| <> 2,01 296| 23,7| 13,4] 1762 2551
Olomoucky 0,66|<«>| 0,87| | 2,09 ¢ 3,47| & 96,8 4 90,9 72,3| 18,3 L 0,85 307 15,4| 18,3 1400| 1158
Zlinsky 0,61|<>| 139 ¢ 2,00| ¢ 3,33| ¢ 93,4| > 91,9 75,7| 19,1\ <> 1,67 298| 10,5| 22,6] 1468| 1993
Moravskoslez. 1,20 L 4,06 4,95 | 23,49 90,6 ¢ 98,4 74,1 15,5\« 2,13 335| 33,5/ 12,9] 1937| 2122

"' Big, medium, small as well as mobile sources are included (mobile sources are predominantly transport - e.g. cars, aircrafts); data for 2009 are preliminary
2 Compared to five-year average
3 odpadni vody zahrnuiji splaskové, pramyslové a ostatni vody, nezahrnuiji naopak srazkovou (balastni) vodu (ta tvofi 40 % veskeré &isténé vody)
) From public water supply systems
9 Population living in houses connected to public sewerage systems with waste water treatment plant

8 Share of not invoiced drinking water (due to losses in pipeline network) in total drinking water production
") By businesses head office

8 Includes only waste managed during the year (i.e. waste generated, waste taken from store and waste imported)
9 Three-year average (in current prices), by real location of investment

Tab. 1.8: Main indicators of international relations - regional disparities
Source: Czech National Bank (FDI), CZSO (remaining data)

EDI" Share (%) of enterprise- Export from region to Export Foreign guests
(per cap. type units under foreign other countries® structure in in HUZ (in thous.)®
CR, CZK thous. | control” (as to 31.12.) 2008 2009 2010 2010 (%) from
Regions to 31.12.) In In market | czK CZK CZK G Total Germany
. . ’ ’ ’ EU-| 2| Slov

2004 2009 industry services | mid, | % | mid, | % | mid, | v% 27[™" akial 2010 goog 2010 Eoog

2005 2010| 2005] 2010| C-P- C-p- C-p- y =100 =100

Czech Republic| 125,3| 220,0| 22,3| 28,9| 18,3| 25,2| 2474 100/ 2139| 100/ 2516, 100| 83,8/ 31,9| 8,8/ 6334 105,0) 1348 96,8
CR excl. Praha | 75,4/121,6] 22,2| 28,8/ 11,1| 16,8] 2351 95,0/ 2028| 94,8 2393| 95,1| 83,7| 31,8| 8,3| 2217| 99,7 745| 92,0
Praha 511,4|949,0] 23,2| 29,8 32,0/ 39,3 123| 5,0 111 5,2 123| 4,9| 86,8| 33,3| 18,4| 4 117| 108,1 603| 103,5
StfedoCesky 112,41 219,5| 24,2| 32,0 17,0 23,4 481| 19,5 429| 20,1 487| 19,4| 86,4| 31,0 5,0 143| 96,2 42| 109,7
JihoCesky 66,3| 130,4| 33,4| 38,8/ 13,2| 18,4 101] 41 86| 4,0 93| 3,7|88,6|40,7| 44 288| 101,6 60| 83,9
Plzensky 86,0/ 124,9] 38,9| 47,0/ 14,0/ 19,7 234 9,5 200| 9,3 203| 8,1192,4|/56,4| 2,6 154| 106,8 67| 97,0
Karlovarsky 50,7 72,1] 30,4| 41,3| 16,0 19,7 51| 2.1 42| 1,9 52| 2,1/ 89,2/ 56,8/ 3,7 458| 100,4 246| 92,1
Ustecky 92,2/ 124,2| 28,4| 36,00 8,8 16,2 159| 6,4 130| 6,1 152| 6,0|88,8/41,2| 7,9 98| 93,4 50| 90,8
Liberecky 102,0] 133,0f 21,4| 26,5/ 7,3| 11,9 90| 3,6 79| 3,7 89| 3,5/84,1|42,8| 5,0 148| 89,6 78| 86,8
Kralovéhrad. 47,2 651 19,4| 257 64| 11,0 99| 4,0 83| 3,9 103| 4,1172,4|33,0] 4,9 208| 92,9 96| 86,2
Pardubicky 68,7| 76,6] 14,0| 22,5/ 69| 13,6 189| 7,6 175| 8,2 236| 9,4|83,7/22,1| 3,6 46| 97,9 12| 102,8
VysocCina 64,7/ 113,2] 18,4| 25,1 9,7 13,2 100| 41 77| 3,6 94| 3,7/84,0/38,1| 59 47| 97,7 14| 104,9
Jihomoravsky 81,0/ 115,9] 20,0| 26,1] 14,3| 19,6 174) 7,0 155| 7,2 167| 6,7|80,7| 25,6| 11,1 380| 109,1 43/ 100,9
Olomoucky 53,2| 52,01 16,0 21,5| 7,1] 123 97| 3,9 72| 3,3 79| 3,1/81,7/285| 9,8 89| 108,6 13| 93,5
Zlinsky 48,9| 66,9 17,00 194 10,2 129 118| 4,8 98| 4,6 115| 4,6| 81,9/ 36,5| 10,2 58| 97,8 10| 92,0
Moravskoslez. 65,2/ 138,4| 14,0 22,5/ 54| 13,4 260| 10,5 226| 10,6 277| 11,0| 85,8| 22,3| 11,1 101| 89,4 13| 90,9

" FDI = foreign direct investment; in current prices
2 Only enterprises > 20 employees are included (reg. breakdown by head office). Market services = NACE G-K (excl. education, health, public administration)
% For part of the export the region of origin can not be identified: in 2008 (8,0 %), 2009 (8,2 %) and in 2010 (9,8 %)
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2. Nezaméstnanost

Nezaméstnanost je jednim ze zakladnich ukazatelii o stavu trhu prace, a tim i o funk¢énosti ekonomiky
statu. Je to jev, ktery pfinasi negativni disledky na poli ekonomickém, socialnim, a v neposledni fadé
politickém.

V této analyze jsou pouzita data z ufadd prace (UP) a Ministerstva prace a socialnich véci (MPSV),
které eviduji zakladni idaje o nezaméstnanosti (idaje o uchazecich, jejich struktufe, o zaméstnani, o
volnych pracovnich mistech, nové vytvofenych pracovnich mistech v ramci aktivni politiky
zameéstnanosti, o rekvalifikacich, pfispévcich atd.). Data jsou sledovana v mési¢ni nebo Ctvrtletni
periodicite.

Mira nezaméstnanosti

Jednou =z nejcastéji pouzivanych charakteristik je mira nezaméstnanosti. Registrovand mira
nezamestnanosti je podil, kde Cditatel zahrnuje pocet dosazitelnych neumisténych uchazect o
zameéstnani, jmenovatel pak soucet zaméstnanych, pracujicich cizinci podle evidence MPSV a
dosazitelnych neumisténych uchazecti o zameéstnani.

Dosazitelni uchazeci jsou ti, ktefi mohou bezprosttedné nastoupit do zaméstnani pti nabidce vhodného
pracovniho mista, tj. evidovani nezaméstnani, ktefi nemaji zddnou objektivni piekazku pro piijeti
zaméstnani. Za dosazitelné se nepovazuji uchazeci o zaméstnani ve vazbé€, ve vykonu trestu, uchazeci,
kteti jsou zafazeni do rekvalifikacnich kurzd, uchaze¢i v pracovni neschopnosti nebo ti, ktefi
vykonavaji kratkodobé zaméstnani, uchazecky pobirajici penézitou pomoc v mateistvi nebo kterym je
poskytovana podpora v nezaméstnanosti po dobu matei'ské dovolené

Pouzita byla priméma ro¢ni mira (ro¢ni priméry prumémych mési¢nich stavi), ktera potlacuje
sezonni vykyvy (viz tab. 1). Nezaméstnanost siln€ zavisi na vykonnosti ekonomiky: kdyz ekonomika
roste, klesa nezaméstnanost, kdyZ ekonomika zpomaluje ¢i jeji vykon klesa, nezaméstnanost roste.
Tato obecna zakonitost pochopitelné neplati pro vSechny sektory hospodatstvi.

Tab. 1 Ro¢ni priimérna mira nezameéstnanosti a mira nezameéstnanosti k 31. 12.
v letech 2006 - 2010

Uzemi 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010
roéni k31.12. roéni k31.12. roéni k31.12. roéni k31.12. roéni k31.12.

CR 8,1 7,7 6,6 6,0 5.4 6,0 8,0 9,2 9,0 9,6
PHA 3,0 2,7 2,5 2,2 2,1 2,1 3,0 3,7 3,9 4,1
STC 5,7 53 4,6 4,2 4,0 4,5 5,8 7,0 7.1 7,7
JHC 6,0 5,7 4.8 4,5 4,0 4.8 6,5 7.8 74 8,5
PLK 5,9 5,6 4,9 44 42 5,0 7,0 8,2 7.8 8,2
KVK 9,5 9,2 8,0 7,3 6,9 7,6 9,9 11,1 10,8 114
ULK 14,5 13,8 122 11,0 9,9 103 124 136 134 13,9
LBK 74 7,0 6,5 6.1 6,0 70| 10,0 112] 106 10,5
HKK 6,6 6,3 5.2 4,7 42 4.8 6,8 8,0 7,7 8.4
PAK 7.3 6,9 5,8 5.4 5,0 6,0 8,0 9,6 9,1 9,9
VYS 7.4 7,1 6,1 5.6 5.2 6,3 8,7 10,3 9,6 10,7
JHM 9,2 8.8 7,6 6,9 6,2 6.8 8.9 106 102 10,9
OLK 9,6 9,0 7.4 6,7 6,2 69| 102 122 115 12,5
Z1LK 8.4 7.8 6,6 6,0 55 6,1 9,1 10,8 104 10,7
MSK 13,4 126 11,0 9,6 8.4 85| 11,1 12,1 11,9 12,4

V pribehu sledovancho obdobi (tj. rok 2006 - 2010) vzrostla ro¢ni primérnd mira nezaméstnanosti v
CR o0 0,9% bodu. Mirny pokles zaznamenaly Ustecky a Moravskoslezsky kraj (o 1,1, resp.1,5%
bodu), tyto kraje maji ovSem dlouhodobé nejvyssi miru nezaméstnanosti. VSechny ostatni kraje
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zaznamenaly nartst. Nejvetsi Liberecky kraj (o 3,2% bodu), nasledovan kraji Vysocina (2,1% b.) a
Zlinskym a Plzenskym (o 2,0% bodu). Nejmensi nartist byl v Jihomoravském kraji (o 0,9% bodu) a
v HI. mésté Praha (o 1,0% bodu).

V pribehu let 2007 a 2008 klesla primérna ro¢ni mira nezaméstnanosti ve vSech krajich. To souviselo
s lepSicim se stavem ekonomiky. Tento trend se vSak neudrzel a vroce 2009 a 2010 dochazi
k opétovnému zvyseni primeémé ro¢ni miry nezameéstnanosti, a to dosti masivné. V obdobi let 2008 —
2010 je v ramci celé CR registrovan nartist o 3,6% bodu, coz odpovida i vyvoji ve vétsiné kraji (o
vice nez 3,5% bodu). Nejvétsi zvyseni pak zaznamenal Olomoucky kraj (o 5,3% bodu). Nejnizsi
narust vykazuje kraj Hl. m. Praha (pouze o 1,9% bodu), ktery ma dlouhodobé nejnizsi troven
nezamestnanosti mezi kraji. Stav trhu prace zde vyznamnou mérou ovliviiuje také niz$i miru
nezamestnanosti ve Stiedoceském kraji.

Graf 1: Vyvoj primérné roéni miry nezaméstnanosti jednotlivych kraji a CR
v letech 2006 az 2010
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Pokud jde o ¢lenéni podle okresti, nejvyssi primernou ro¢ni miru nezaméstnanosti melo v roce 2010
nasledujicich pét: Most (16,2%), Jesenik a Bruntal (15,6%), Dé&Cin (15,1%) a Hodonin (14,9%).
Dalsich 29 okrestt ma hodnoty primérné ro¢ni miry nezaméstnanosti mezi 10 az 14 %.

svvr

zejména Praha-vychod (3,8%) Praha-zapad (4,2%), a dale Mlada Boleslav a BeneSov. Nizsi miru
nezamestnanosti maji také okresy Ceské Budéjovice a Plzen-mésto (viz ptiloha: kartogram 1 a 2).

K 30.11.2011 byla mira registrované nezaméstnanosti CR 8,0%. Miru stejnou nebo vyssi mélo 43
okresll - nejvyssi okres Most(15,0°%) a Bruntal(14,7%), nejniz§i  okres Praha-vychod (3,3%) a
Praha-zapad(3,9%). Ve stejném obdobi minulého roku tj. k 30.11.2010 byla mira registrované
nezaméstnanosti CR  8,6%. Vyssi nebo stejnou miru mélo 47 okresti — nejvyssi Jesenik (16,5%) a
Most (15,9%), nejnizsi Praha-vychod(3,8%) a Praha- zapad(4,0%).

Neumisténi uchazeci o zaméstnani a jejich vékova struktura

Se vzristajici nezaméstnanosti rostou i absolutni pocty uchazecti o zaméstnani. Ve sledovaném obdobi
( 2006-2010) doslo k nartistu o 125,2 tis. dosazitelnych uchaze¢ti v CR. Nejvetsi nardist zaznamenaly
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kraje Stredocesky (o 20,3 tis.) a Jihomoravsky (o 16,0 tis.). Naopak v Moravskoslezském kraji se
snizil podet dosaZitelnych uchazedt o 1,1 tis., a prakticky stejny zdstal v kraji Usteckém (nartist o
pouhych 0,3 tis). Pokud jde o okresy, nejvyssi vzrust byl v okrese Olomouc (o 4,0 tis.), nejvétsi pokles
zaznamenaly okres Karvina (o 3,3 tis.) a Most (0 2,8 tis.).

Tab. 2: Neumisténi uchazeci o zaméstnani celkem (stav k 31. 12.)

Uzemi 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010

celkem | dosazitelni | celkem | dosazitelni | celkem | dosazitelni | celkem | dosazitelni | celkem | dosazitelni
CR 448 545 421 286 | 354 878 331 696 | 352 250 335025 | 539 136 527 728 | 561 551 546 484
PHA 21 364 19603 | 17363 15813 | 17433 16 143 | 29 865 28947 | 33433 32123
STC 35498 33471 | 29273 27490 | 31220 29930 | 49144 48328 | 54716 53 764
JHC 20426 18803 | 16452 15078 | 17505 16471 | 27530 26595 | 29545 28 548
PLK 17 959 16929 | 14516 13570 | 16757 16 087 | 26 802 26212 | 27267 26 561
KVK 16 221 15499 | 12975 12357 | 13437 12900 | 19337 19016 | 19922 19 515
ULK 63 652 60245 | 49 894 46 986 | 45 657 43801 | 59976 58732 | 61947 60 502
LBK 17 258 15988 | 14 566 13522 | 16605 15709 | 26273 25787 25653 24913
HKK 19298 18305 | 14499 13681 | 14728 14078 | 23373 22958 | 24678 24 048
PAK 19 369 18381 | 15417 14440 | 16998 16334 | 26817 26446 | 27359 26 815
VYS 20 060 18824 | 16202 15233 | 17874 17082 | 28 566 27828 | 29410 29 011
JHM 55230 52056 | 44239 41 658 | 43 063 41157 65944 65163 | 69342 68 099
OLK 31187 29299 | 23495 21944 23470 22218 | 41092 40026 | 42117 40 732
ZLK 25601 23505] 20171 18521 | 20048 18922 | 33836 33136 | 33386 32 596
MSK 85422 80378 | 65816 61403 | 57455 54193 | 80 581 78 554 | 82776 79 257

V roce 2007 a 2008 doslo spolu s ristem ekonomiky k poklesu absolutniho poétu uchaze¢t: mezi roky
2006 a 2008 o 86,2 tis. v ramci celé Ceské republiky. Nejvétsi pokles zaznamenal Moravskoslezsky
kraj, kde klesl poget uchazect o 26,2 tis., a kraj Ustecky (o 16,4 tis.). V roce 2009 doslo k poklesu
souhrnné vykonnosti Ceské ekonomiky. To mélo negativni vliv na troven celkové zaméstnanosti, a
naopak pocet nezaméstnanych se meziroéné vyrazné zvysil, a to o 192,7 tis. v CR oproti roku 2008.
Z toho nejvice v kraji Moravskoslezském (o 24,3 tis) a Usteckém (o 24,0 tis.), nejméné pak v kraji
Karlovarském (o 6,1 tis.) a Kralovéhradeckém (o 8,9 tis.). V roce 2010 vykonnost ekonomiky lehce
vzrostla, ale vzhledem k tomu, Ze trh prace reaguje na vyvoj ekonomiky s uritym zpozdénim, byla
nezamestnanost stale jesté vyss$i nez v roce 2009, a také pocet uchazecli o zaméstnani meziro¢né
vzrostl (o 18,8 tis.). Nejvice v kraji StfedoCeském (o 5,4 tis.) a v Hl. m. Praze (o 3,1 tis.). V kraji
Libereckém a Zlinském pocet uchazecii nepatrné poklesl (o0 0,9, resp. 0,5 tis.).

K 30.11. 2011 byl pocet uchazecli o zaméstnani 476 404 osob, z toho 456 832 dosazitelnych. Jejich
pocet ve srovnani se stejnym obdobim roku 2010 byl nizsi o 33 218 osob.

Vzristem a poklesem nezaméstnanosti se zvysuji nebo snizuji absolutni pocty uchazecli o zaméstnani
ve vSech vekovych skupinach. Vyjimku tvofi pouze uchazeci star$i 60 let, u kterych dochazi
k pomalému, ale stalému vzristu.

Na celkovém poctu neumisténych uchazecti se znacnou mérou podileli lidé nad 50 let, jejichz podil
na celkovém poétu uchazeét CR se ve sledovaném obdobi (2006-2010) zvysil o 0,6%.b. na 27,7 %.
Druhou skupinou jsou uchazeci do 25 let, jejichz zastoupeni kleslo o 0,6% bodu na 16,9%. U této
skupiny dochazi ke kolisani, coz souvisi s demografickym vyvojem: mezi ekonomicky aktivni
vstupuji slabsi populaéni ro¢niky a vice mladych zlstava ekonomicky neaktivni z divoda studia.
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Graf 2: Podil uchaze¢i o zaméstnani do 25 let a nad 50 let na celk. po¢tu uchazeca
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v roce 2007, nejvetsi 16,1% v roce 2009), nejvyssi v kraji Karlovarském (min. 17,2% v roce 2007,
max. 20,0% v roce 2009). Tento trend je totozny ve vSech krajich, v roce 2007 byl podil uchazect do
25 let vzdy nejnizsi a v roce 2009 nejvyssi.

Podil uchazeci nad 50 let byl vroce 2006 nejvyssi v Hl. m. Praha (30,4 %). V dalsich letech byl
nejvyssi vzdy v Moravskoslezském kraji (roce 2007 to bylo 32,6% a v roce 2010 se snizil na 29,2%)).
Nejmensi podil byl 23,9% v roce 2006 a v roce 2010 25,3% v Usteckém kraj. Tento kraj ma ve
sledovaném obdobi vzdy nejnizsi podil uchazect nad 50 let. Pfitom to neni kraj, ktery by mél nejnizsi
podil obyvatel ve véku 50-65 let. Z tohoto pohledu to byl v roce 2006 kraj Vysocina s podilem
obyvatel ve véku 50-65 let 21,4% a v roce 2010 kraj Hl.m. Praha s podilem 21,2%.
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Zavér

Z dlouhodobého hlediska je nezaméstnanost nejvétsim problémem v kraji Usteckém a
Moravskoslezském. Tam pak v okresech, které byly nejvice zasaZeny strukturalnimi zmeénami,
zejména ty zaméfené na té€zebni pramysl (napt. Most, Karvind) a v hospodaisky slabych, hlavné
prihrani¢nich okresech (napf. Bruntal). To, Ze se situace za celé¢ sledované obdobi prakticky
nezménila svédci o tom, Ze se strukturalni zmény nepodafilo dodnes nijak kompenzovat

Dlouhodobé nejlepsi situace je v Hl. méste¢ Praha, ktery téz kladné ovliviiuje nezaméstnanost ve
Stiedoceském kraji, hlavné v sousednich okresech (Praha-vychod a Praha-zapad).

Velkym problémem je nezaméstnanost osob nad 50 let, kterd byva spojena nejcastéji se ztratou
zaméstnani v obdobi, kdy jest€é nespliuji podminky pro pfiznani starobniho diichodu, ale vétSina
zamestnavatell jiz o n€ z nejriiznéjSich divodi nema zajem .

problémt Ceské ekonomiky, jehoz rozsah a dopady se budou postupné jeste zvySovat. AC jsou
firemnimi personalisty uvadény nejriznéj$i divody pro jejich odmitani (niz$i schopnost
prizptisobovani dynamice zmén v technickych inovacich pracovniho procesu apod.), ve skutecnosti je
zfejma plosna preference mladSich uchazeci.

Soucasné tak dochazi k vyznamnym ztratdm v disledku plytvani cennym kapitdlem profesnich i
zivotnich zkuSenosti lidi vysSich ro¢nikii, zaroven roste tlak na zvySovani vydajii na socialni systém
statu.
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Priloha
Kartogram 1 a2

Ro¢ni primérna mira nezaméstnanosti (v %) v roce 2010
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Kartogram 3 a 4

Podil uchaze¢ii o zaméstnani do 25 let z celkového poc¢tu nezaméstnanych
k 31.12.2010
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Podil uchaze¢ii o zaméstnani do 25 let z celkového poc¢tu nezaméstnanych
k 31.12.2006
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Kartogratm 5 a 6

Podil uchazecti o zaméstnani nad 50 let z celkového poctu nezameéstnanych
k 31.12. 2010
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Podil uchazecti o zaméstnani nad 50 let z celkového poctu nezameéstnanych
k 31.12. 2006
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3. Emise

Jednou ze zéakladnich slozek Zzivotniho prostiedi je ovzdu$i. Jeho kvalita zcela zasadné ovliviuje
kvalitu lidského zivota. Kvalitu ovzdusi Ize sledovat 2 zptisoby. Prvnim, a statisticky uchopitelngjsim,
je zamefit se na emise. Emise predstavuji mnozstvi znecisStujicich latek dostavajicich se z riznych
zdrojii do ovzdusi. Druhym, statisticky méné uchopitelnym, je sledovat imise. Imise predstavuji
mnozstvi zne€ist'ujicich latek, které spadne v daném tzemi. V této stati se budeme zabyvat emisemi,
které jsou z pohledu regionalniho hodnoceni 1épe zpracovatelné.

Zdroje emitujici do ovzdusi znegistujici latky jsou v CR sledovany v ramci tzv. Registru emisi a
zdrojli zne&istovani ovzdusi (REZZO). Spravou databaze REZZO za celou CR je povéten CHMU.
Jednotlivé dil¢i databaze REZZO 1 az 4, které slouzi k archivaci a prezentaci udajl o stacionarnich a
mobilnich zdrojich znec¢istovani ovzdusi, tvofi soucast Informaéniho systému kvality ovzdusi (ISKO)
provozovaného rovnéz CHMU jako jeden ze zékladnich ¢lankii soustavy nastrojii pro sledovani a
hodnoceni kvality ovzdusi v CR. Stacionarni zdroje zneéi§téni ovzdusi (REZZO 1 az 3) jsou &lenény
podle tepelného vykonu a miry vlivu technologického procesu na znecistovani ovzdusi nebo rozsahu
zneciStovani. Vedle bodové sledovanych stacionarnich zdroji REZZO 1 a 2 jsou v ramci REZZO 3
modeloveé vypocitdvany emise z vytapéni domécnosti, emise VOC (tékavé organické latky) z plosného
pouziti rozpoustédel, emise NH; z nesledovanych chovli hospodaiskych zvifat a z nakladani s
chlévskou mrvou. Bilance mobilnich zdroji znecistovani ovzdusi (REZZO 4) zahrnuje emise ze
silnic¢ni, zelezni¢ni, letecké a vodni dopravy a dale emise z nesilni¢nich zdroji (zeméde€lské, lesni a
stavebni stroje, vozidla armady, udrzba zelené, apod.). Vypocet emisi z dopravy zajistuje dle vlastni
metodiky Centrum dopravniho vyzkumu Brno.

Clanek je zaméfen na zhodnoceni rozdilii v emisni situaci ve 14 krajich v ¢asové fadé za roky 2003,
2005, 2007 a 2009 (za tento rok jsou zatim posledni znama data). Piehled podild jednotlivych druhi
emisi, kterymi kraje pfispivaji do celostatniho souhrnu emisi, uvadi tabulky 1 a 2. U emisi tuhych
znecistujicich latek (TZL) maji dominantni postaveni 2 kraje: StiedoCesky a Moravskoslezsky. Jejich
spole¢ny prispévek do republikového uhrnu predstavuje téméf 30 %. Nejmensi podily pak maji kraje
Liberecky, Karlovarsky, Zlinsky a Hl.m. Praha. Zcela dominantni je postaveni Usteckého kraje
v emisich kysliéniku sifi¢itého. Vice nez tietina SO, vypusténého v CR do vzduchu pochézi z tohoto
kraje. Stale se tedy projevuje silny vliv jiz odsifenych tepelnych elektraren. Nejmensi podil na
produkci SO, ma Hl.m. Praha. Zdroje na tizemi Usteckého kraje produkuji prakticky &tvrtinu viech
oxidi dusiku v CR. Vy3i emise téchto plynii jsou i na uzemi regionii Stiedodeského a
Moravskoslezského. Naopak podil Libereckého kraje na emisich oxidd dusiku je velmi nizky.
V emisich CO zcela suverénné vladne kraj Moravskoslezsky, jehoz podil na emisich plynu ¢ini vice
nez 30 %. Daleko za nim je kraj StfedocCesky a zebticek uzavira kraj Karlovarsky. Podivame-li se na
jednotlivé druhy emisi, mtzeme fici, ze dominantnimi kraji v jejich produkci jsou kraje
Moravskoslezsky, Ustecky a Stiedo¢esky. Tyto 3 kraje vyprodukuji dohromady vice nez 60 % emisi
oxidu sificitého a vice nez 50 % emisi oxidi dusiku.
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Tab. 1 Podil emisi TZL a SOL v krajich z celkového objemu CR v letech 2003 az 2009 (v %)

Kraje Tuhé znecist'ujici latky SO0
2003 2005 2007 2009 2003 2005 2007 2009
CR 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0
H1l.m.Praha 4,1 3,9 3,1 3,5 1,0 1,1 0,7 1,0
Stfedocesky 19,0 17,3 16,8 17,8 12,0 11,4 10,8 12,3
Jihocesky 7.9 7.9 7,8 7,8 5,0 5,1 4,6 5,6
Plzenisky 7,6 7.4 7,1 7,2 5,0 54 4,8 6,2
Karlovarsky 3,2 3,2 3,5 34 7,0 7,6 9,7 5,2
Ustecky 9,1 9,1 8,9 8,5 32,3 33,1 35,2 35,7
Liberecky 3,6 33 3,2 34 1,9 1,7 1,4 1,6
Kralovéhradecky 52 5.4 5,2 5,9 3,7 3,7 3,6 34
Pardubicky 5,4 5.4 5,4 5,3 8,8 7,2 6,6 6,7
Vysodina 6,4 8,1 8,0 8,1 1,9 1,5 1,3 1,6
Jihomoravsky 6,4 7,5 7,9 8,4 1,7 2,0 2,0 2,3
Olomoucky 5,2 5,7 5,5 5,7 2,9 33 2.4 2,6
Zlinsky 3,5 3,6 3,5 3,9 34 34 3,0 32
Moravskoslezsky 13,4 12,2 14,1 11,0 13,3 13,6 14,0 12,6

Zdroj: CHMU, vlastni vypodty

Tab. 2 Podil emisi NOy a CO v krajich z celkového objemu CR v letech 2003 az 2009 (v %)

Kraje NOx CO
2003 2005 2007 2009 2003 2005 2007 2009
CR 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0
H1.m.Praha 4,2 3,9 3,2 3,2 5,8 53 4,3 4.4
Stiedocesky 13,9 14,9 15,0 14,7 13,0 14,3 12,5 13,8
JihoCesky 5,1 5,0 5,0 5,3 5,7 54 5,6 6,0
Plzetisky 49 53 5,0 49 5.4 5.4 49 5.2
Karlovarsky 3,9 3,6 43 4.4 1,9 2,0 2,1 2,2
Ustecky 24,5 24,0 24,7 24,9 6,1 5,8 5,7 6,1
Liberecky 2,0 1,9 1,8 1,8 2,9 2,8 2,4 2,7
Kralovéhradecky 3,9 3,5 3,3 3.4 4.6 4.5 3,9 43
Pardubicky 6,9 6,4 7.3 6.4 4,2 4,1 3,6 4,0
Vysoéina 4,6 5,3 5,1 5,3 5,1 5,6 5,1 5,6
Jihomoravsky 6,7 6,9 6,8 7.4 6,6 6,8 6,9 7,6
Olomoucky 45 4.4 42 4.4 45 43 4,1 4.4
Zlinsky 3,2 3,1 3,0 3,2 32 3,0 2,9 3,1
Moravskoslezsky 11,6 11,7 11,4 10,7 31,0 30,7 36,0 30,4

Zdroj: CHMU, vlastni vypocty

V grafu 1, ktery zachycuje celkové mnozstvi znecist'ujicich latek uniklych do ovzdusi v jednotlivych
krajich, je patrné vysadni postaveni 3 kraji zminénych na konci piredchoziho odstavce. Na opacném
poélu pak je kraj Liberecky, kde je emitovano nejméné zneciStujicich latek. Ve vSech 14 krajich
celkové mnozstvi vypousténych Skodlivin do vzduchu mezi roky 2003 az 2009 kleslo, a to je
bezesporu pozitivni skute¢nost.
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Graf 1 Celkové mnoZstvi znetist'ujicich latek v ovzdusi v krajich CR v letech 2003 a 2009
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Zdroj: CHMU, vlastni vypodty

To, jaké jsou absolutni hodnoty emisi podle jednotlivych krajt, je urcit€¢ zajimavé, ale lepsiho obrazku
o emisni situaci toho kterého kraje dosahneme, kdyz se pouziji tzv. mérné emise. Ty vlastné vyjadiuji
plosnou hustotu emisi, kterd je vztazena na km® piisluiného tizemi, v naSem piipadé kraje. Situace
v emisnim zatizeni kraji se pak ponc¢kud zméni. U vétSiny sledovanych polozek se dostava, ne-li na
prvni misto, tak do ptednich pozic Hl.m. Praha, které sice nema piili$ ,,emisn¢ bohatého* primyslu,
ale ma malou plochu a vysokou koncentraci automobilové dopravy. A tak ma Praha nejvys$si mérné
emise mezi kraji v tuhych znecistujicich latkach, NOx i CO. Jen v mérnych emisich SO, byla
prekonana na tepelné elektrarny bohatym Usteckym krajem a Moravskoslezskym krajem. O tom, jak
vyrazné ma mérné emise Hl.m. Praha, svédci i to, Ze mérné emise tuhych znecistujicich latek a NOx
jsou zde 5x vyssi nez je republikovy primér a u mérnych emisi CO je republikovy primér dokonce 7x
nizsi. Je si tieba ale také uvédomit, ze Hl.m. Praha je jedinym méstem mezi vSemi kraji, a Ze kdyby
byly zjistitelné mérné emise nékterych mést napt. v Usteckém ¢i Moravskoslezském kraji, tak by byly
znecistujicich latek patifi kraje Jihocesky, Plzenisky, Liberecky, Kralovéhradecky, Jihomoravsky,
Olomoucky, Zlinsky a Kraj Vyso€ina. V téchto krajich jsou mérné emise vSech slozek znecisténi
ovzdusi pod republikovym pramérem. Nasledujici tabulky 3 a 4 zachycuji vyvoj mérnych emisi u 4
hlavnich slozek znecisténi ovzdusi podle jednotlivych kraji.
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Tab. 3 Mérné emise tuhych zne¢idtujicich latek a SO2 v krajich CR v letech 2003 az 2009

Tuhé znegistujici latky (t/km?/rok)

SOL (t/km?/rok)

Kraje
2003 2005 2007 2009 2003 2005 2007 2009

CR 0,81 0,79 0,80 0,72 2,82 2,76 2,75 2,21
Hl.m.Praha 5,29 4,85 3,94 3,96 4,34 4,88 2,98 3,40
Stredocesky 1,11 0,98 0,96 0,92 2,42 2,25 2,13 1,95
JihoCesky 0,51 0,49 0,49 0,44 1,10 1,09 0,99 0,98
Plzenisky 0,65 0,61 0,59 0,54 1,47 1,55 1,38 1,43
Karlovarsky 0,62 0,59 0,67 0,59 4,73 4,96 6,36 2,76
Ustecky 1,09 1,06 1,05 0,90 13,48 13,49 14,27 11,69
Liberecky 0,72 0,66 0,64 0,62 1,34 1,17 0,95 0,90
Kralovéhradecky 0,70 0,71 0,69 0,71 1,72 1,70 1,64 1,25
Pardubicky 0,76 0,75 0,76 0,67 4,36 3,46 3,15 2,59
Vysodina 0,59 0,74 0,74 0,68 0,61 0,48 0,40 0,40
Jihomoravsky 0,58 0,65 0,69 0,66 0,55 0,60 0,59 0,55
Olomoucky 0,65 0,67 0,66 0,61 1,24 1,35 0,97 0,87
Zlinsky 0,57 0,57 0,56 0,56 1,93 1,85 1,65 1,39
Moravskoslezsky 1,55 1,40 1,64 1,15 5,35 5,46 5,60 4,06
Zdroj: CHMU
Tab. 4 Mérné emise NOx a CO v krajich CR v letech 2003 az 2009

Kraje NOx (t/km?/rok) CO (t/km?rok)

2003 2005 2007 2009 2003 2005 2007 2009

CR 3,68 3,69 3,59 3,20 6,71 6,23 6,44 5,31
Hl.m.Praha 24,80 22,94 18,07 16,34 61,94 52,18 43,98 36,97
Stredocesky 3,66 3,93 3,85 3,36 6,25 6,38 5,76 5,26
JihoCesky 1,48 1,45 1,41 1,34 2,98 2,65 2,85 2,52
Plzenisky 1,90 2,05 1,89 1,64 3,76 3,53 3,27 2,39
Karlovarsky 3,40 3,13 3,71 3,32 3,06 3,04 3,18 2,80
Ustecky 13,35 13,08 13,10 11,77 6,01 5,30 546 4,80
Liberecky 1,83 1,78 1,62 1,44 4,88 4,32 3,92 3,63
Kralovéhradecky 2,37 2,14 1,98 1,81 5,06 4,65 4,12 3,76
Pardubicky 4,41 4,14 4,55 3,57 4,96 4,45 4,00 3,69
Vysoc€ina 1,92 2,27 2,11 1,96 3,86 4,06 3,85 3,47
Jihomoravsky 2,76 2,30 2,67 2,61 4,97 4,66 4,89 4,45
Olomoucky 2,53 2,42 2,25 2,09 4,63 4,01 3,94 3,47
Zlinsky 2,36 2,31 2,11 2,00 4,30 3,67 3,70 3,33
Moravskoslezsky 6,10 6,28 5,96 4,95 29,63 27,76 33,72 23,49
Zdroj: CHMU

I mérmé emise znecistujicich latek v ovzdusi prosly v letech 2003 az 2009 zajimavym vyvojem.
V naprosté vétSingé ptipadi se jedna o vyvoj pozitivni, jak dokladaji graf 2 a 3. V obou grafech je
zachycen procentualni ubytek (pfirastek) v letech 2003 az 2009 mérnych emisi jednotlivych slozek
znedisténi ovzdusi v krajich CR. U tuhych zneéistujicich latek se objevuji hned 3 kraje, kde doslo
k nardstu mérnych emisi, a to kraj Vysoc€ina, Jihomoravsky a Kralovéhradecky. Vesmés se jedna o

4

kraje s velmi nizkymi hodnotami mérnych emisi TZL. Jednozna¢né nejvyssi pokles zaznamenaly u
TZL kraj Moravskoslezsky a Hl.m.Praha. U emisi SO2 vSechny kraje dosahly poklesu mérnych emisi,
nejvice pak kraje Karlovarsky, Pardubicky, VysoCina a Liberecky. V mérnych emisich NOX se
vyskytl jeden kraj, ktery mezi roky 2003 az 2009 dosahl malého prirtistku, a to kraj Vysocina. Opét se
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ale jedna o kraj s velmi nizkymi vychozimi hodnotami. Nejvétsi poklesy mérnych emisi NOX byly
zaznamenany v HL.m. Praze a v krajich Kralovéhradeckém a Libereckém. U emisi CO vSechny kraje
v uvedeném obdobi dosdhly poklesu mémych emisi, nejvice pak Hl.m. Praha a kraje Liberecky,
Kralovéhradecky a Pardubicky.

Graf 2 Ubytek (pFiristek) mérnych emisi tuhych zne¢iSt'ujicich latek a SO2 v krajich CR mezi
roky 2003 az 2009 (v %)

20

B Tuhé znedistujicilatky

Zdroj: CHMU, vlastni vypodty

Graf 3 Ubytek (p¥iristek) mérnych emisi NOX a CO v krajich CR mezi roky 2003 az 2009 (v %)
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uCO

Zdroj: CHMU, vlastni vypocty

Spise jako zajimavost, ktera ma ale také uréitou vypovidaci silu, byla na zavér stati zafazena tabulka 5,
ktera zachycuje mémné emise za vSechny slozky zneCiSténi ovzdusi vztaZzené k poctu obyvatel
jednotlivych kraji. Ve vSech krajich doSlo mezi roky 2003 az 2009 k poklesu poctu kilogramii
emitovanych znecist'ujicich latek na osobu. I tak ale ptipada témét jeden metricky cent znecistujicich
latek na kazdého znas. Zjednotlivych kraji je nejhordi situace v Usteckém kraji a
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v Moravskoslezském kraji. Situace Hl.m. Prahy je naopak nejlepsi, nebot celkové mnozstvi
emitovanych znecistujicich latek v Praze je pfepoCteno na vysoky pocet obyvatel. Pro sledovani
mérnych emisi je ale lepsi pouzivat klasicky prepocet na jednotku plochy tzemi.

Tab 5 Celkové mérné emise znedist'ujicich latek piepoctené na 1 obyvatele v krajich CR mezi
roky 2003 az 2009

Kraje Celkové mnozstvi emisi (kg/os./rok)
2003 2005 2007 2009
CR 108,4 103,8 103,8 86,0
Hl.m.Praha 41,1 35,8 28,6 24,2
Stiedocesky 130,8 129,7 117,8 102,1
JihoCesky 97,7 91,2 91,3 83,2
Plzetisky 107,0 106,3 96,8 86,1
Karlovarsky 128,8 127,6 150,9 102,0
Ustecky 220,8 2134 219,0 186,1
Liberecky 65,0 58,6 52,3 47,5
Kralovéhradecky 85,5 79,9 72,8 64,5
Pardubicky 129,2 114,3 110,6 92,2
Vyso€ina 93,4 100,7 94,1 85,9
Jihomoravsky 55,8 55,4 56,0 51,7
Olomoucky 73,4 69,7 64,4 57,7
Zlinsky 61,2 56,4 53,8 48,8
Moravskoslezsky 187,1 177,3 203,8 146,2

Zdroj: CHMU, vlastni vypocty

Zavér:
- Ve sledovaném obdobi poklesly emise zne¢istujicich latek v celé CR i jednotlivych krajich.
- Vabsolutnim vyjadieni se na emisich nejvice podileji Moravskoslezsky, Ustecky a
Stredocesky kraj.
-V mérnych emisich (piepoctenych na jednotku plochy) dominuje Hl.m.Praha.
- Nejnizsi mérné emise maji JihoCesky, Liberecky, Olomoucky, Zlinsky kraj a Kraj Vysocina.
- Regionalni rozdily se v mérnych emisich mezi jednotlivymi kraji pozvolna snizuji.
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