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Long-term population development of the South Bohemian municipalities from
1869 to 2021 in the perspective of selected factors

The article aims to capture and justify changes in the population development of lar-
ger South Bohemian municipalities from the beginning of the industrial era to the
present. It evaluates the impact of three factors on the population development of
municipalities — railways, territorial-administrative function and population size, but
attention is also paid to other factors that shaped the population development of mu-
nicipalities. The article uses census data from 1869 to 2021 for 104 municipalities
with 2,000 or more inhabitants. In terms of the influence of the railway, the popula-
tion increased the most in municipalities with railway junctions, especially until 1930.
The higher territorial-administrative function of municipalities positively influenced
their population growth throughout the whole monitored period. Municipalities with a
larger number of inhabitants grew faster in population. But this did not apply to the
last, post-socialist period, when the influence of other factors and processes was ap-
plied, mainly suburbanisation.

Key words: development of municipalities, railway influence, territorial-administra-
tive function, South Bohemia

INTRODUCTION

Research into the long-term population development of municipalities is one of
the important tasks of human geography. This development was mainly influenced
by locational and socio-economic factors linked to individual municipalities, or
even entire districts and regions. Examining a wide spectrum of factors influencing
the population development of municipalities in a certain territory is not a frequent
topic in professional literature. In Germany, Reulecke (1977) dealt with this issue,
in Poland Bairoch and Goertz (1986) and also Jazdzewska (2006). Throughout the
territory of Czechia, the long-term population development of towns, rural munici-
palities and larger areas was influenced by a greater number of factors. The main
influence was the introduction of railways into the municipality, the function of the
municipality in the administration for the wider surrounding area, the population
size of the municipality and the development of the natural and migratory currency
of the population of the municipality.

The article aims to describe and justify the changes in the long-term population
development of larger South Bohemian municipalities from the beginning of the
industrial era to the present, mainly from the perspective of three factors — the rail-
way factor, the territorial-administrative function factor and the population size
factor. These are factors that were considered important determinants of population
changes in the municipalities of developed countries in several studies — see, for
example, Morrill (1963), Antrop (2004) and others. The influence of other factors
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is then discussed in the discussion section of the article. The article is a historical-
geographical study in a rather specific peripheral region of Czechia — in the South
Bohemian Region. For this territory and in the long-term perspective, this issue has
not yet been processed.

In line with other authors, we assume that (1) a good location on the railway, for
example at the intersection of the main railway lines, led to an increase in the num-
ber of inhabitants in the municipality, especially during the Industrial Revolution
(similarly Schram 1997, Bogart et al. 2019, Biichel and Kyburz 2020 and others).
We also believe that (2) a higher territorial-administrative function, especially re-
gional and district ones, can contribute to the population development of the mu-
nicipality, as the municipality administration prioritizes the development of its mu-
nicipality within the region or district (see Mitrica et al. 2014, Heider et al. 2018,
Heider 2019 or Szymanska and Michalski 2019). Many European cities and towns
have experienced population shrinkage in the last three decades. The reason was
mainly suburbanisation process, more precisely suburban migration from the city
to its immediate surroundings (see Martinez-Fernandez et al. 2012, Wiechmann
and Wolff 2013 or Haase et al. 2021 and others). We assume that this (3) popula-
tion decrease also occurred in the monitored South Bohemian towns around which
suburbanisation is noticeable.

MONITORED FACTORS OF POPULATION DEVELOPMENT
OF MUNICIPALITIES IN LITERATURE

Schram (1997), Schwartz et al. (2011) and Koopmans et al. (2012) found the
beneficial effects of railways on population and economic growth of municipalities
in the last third of the 19th century, specifically in the Po Valley (Italy), in the in-
dustrial regions of France and United Kingdom, and in the Netherlands. According
to Gregory and Henneberg (2010), in the last third of the 19th century, English and
Welsh rural municipalities lying on the railway lost significantly less population
than those rural municipalities not lying on the railway. According to Bogart et al.
(2019), between 1850 and 1881, the rural population there without access to rail-
ways decreased by 5.14 million people, which was 20% of the population there at
the time. In Switzerland in the second half of the 19th century, the population of
municipalities on railways grew by 0.4 percentage points per year, while other mu-
nicipalities lost inhabitants at the same rate (Biichel and Kyburz 2020). In the in-
dustrial areas of Germany, this growth was even higher during this period — 0.5
percentage points (Braun and Franke 2022).

Paper published by Auerhan (1934) is the only significant study evaluating the
influence of the railway on the population development of towns and rural munici-
palities in Bohemia, specifically in the years 1869 — 1930. According to the author,
municipalities on railways, especially those on main railways and railway junc-
tions, had a much higher increase in population compared to municipalities without
a railway. In Slovakia, BaSovsky and Majbova (1977), and more recently Hornak
(2004), dealt with this issue.

After World War II, road transport progressively began to predominate in pas-
senger and freight transport. It is therefore difficult to determine to what extent the
railway impacted population growth and the economic development of individual
municipalities in this period. The strong development of suburbanisation around
Western European cities and towns in the 1970s and 1980s was based mainly on
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car transport. However, suburbanisation was also supported by railway lines with
suburban passenger trains (Seidenglanz et al. 2014).

Fewer studies focus on the influence of the territorial-administrative function of
municipalities on their population development. The loss or gain of a regional
function, specifically the function of the centre of the Polish voivodeship, was re-
flected both in the economic and population development of Polish cities affected
in this way (Szymanska and Michalski 2019). If small towns in Eastern Slovakia
have retained their territorial-administrative function, their population decline in
recent years has not been so great (Novotny et al. 2016). In South Bohemia, district
towns doubled their population in the years 1910 — 1998, larger rural settlements
with a municipal office stagnated in population, and very numerous small villages
were affected by significant depopulation (Kubes 2000).

For many decades, cities and larger towns of Central Europe grew in popula-
tion faster than other municipalities due to the concentration of employment op-
portunities in industry and services and related housing development. However, in
the last decades, many of them have been losing their residents. The cause is pri-
marily suburbanization, i.e. the departure of urban residents to the surrounding sub-
urban municipalities (there is much literature on this). In the case of previously
highly industrialized cities and towns, the reason for the population decline may be
their deindustrialization in recent decades (Runge et al. 2020, Bucek et al. 2022 and
others). In particular, young educated people leave villages and small towns in pe-
ripheries for settlement agglomerations in an attempt to find work corresponding to
their education (Leetmaa et al. 2015 and Bartosiewicz et al. 2019).

CASE STUDY AREA, DATA AND METHODOLOGY

South Bohemia in the regional (EU NUTS3) definition is the case study area of
the article (Fig. 1). It has 10 thousand square kilometres and 652,000 inhabitants
(in 2023). South Bohemia had and still has a peripheral position w1th1n Czechia
(Novagek 2005). It also has a low density of population (65 inhabit./km?), below-
average urbanization level (63%) and a dense network of mostly very small muni-
cipalities and villages. The regional city of Ceské Bud&jovice (96,000 inhabitants
in 2023) is the real centre of South Bohemia. Other larger towns — Tabor, Pisek,
Strakonice and Jindfichtiv Hradec have 20,000 — 34,000 inhabitants.

The evaluations in the article are based on population data from the censuses
between 1869 — 2021 (CSO 2016 and 2023). Only municipalities with 2,000 or
more inhabitants are monitored in the article (which reached or exceeded the
threshold of 2,000 inhabitants in at least two censuses). These are 104 out of 624
municipalities in South Bohemia. In 2021, their share of the regional population
was 72.7% and thus represent the representative majority group for monitoring the
influence of the analysed development factors. They are marked in Fig. 1.

In assessing the influence of the railways, municipalities are divided into seven
categories: with a station with 5 (R1), 4 (R2) or 3 (R3) railways heading to the mu-
nicipality, (R4) with a station on the railway passing the municipality, (R5) with a
station at the end of the railway, (R6) with a station 2 — 5 km away from the rail-
way (measured from the centre of the settlement with the municipal office) and
(R7) other municipalities. A similar approach was applied by Auerhan (1934). The
periods 1869 — 1900 and 1900 — 1930 are taken into account, when the railway net-
work was expanding and the railway had a great influence on the development of
municipalities.
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When assessing the impact of the territorial-administrative function, five cate-
gories of municipalities are distinguished: (A1) the centre of the region, (A2) the
centre of only a large district, (A3) the centre of only a medium-sized district
(formerly a political district, later a municipality with extended powers), (A4) the
centre of only a small district (formerly a judicial district, later a municipality with
a higher municipal office) and (A5) other municipalities. The periods 1869 — 1930,
1930 — 1950, 1950 — 1961, 1961 — 2001 and 2001 — 2021 are observed because
they are related to reforms of the territorial-administrative organisation.
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Fig. 1. Population change in municipalities, South Bohemia (1869 — 2021)

Source: Own processing based on data from censuses (CSO 2016 and 2023), technically modified
by V. Blazek.

In order to assess the effect of the population size, the municipalities are divided
into six categories: (P1) with more than 50,000 inhabitants, (P2) with 20,000 —
49,999 inhabitants, (P3) with 10,000 — 19,999 inhabitants, (P4) with 5,000 — 9,999
inhabitants, (P5) with 2,000 — 4,999 inhabitants and (P6) up to 1,999 inhabitants
(a small part of municipalities that reached 2,000 inhabitants during some census).
The periods considered are 1869 — 1930, 1930 — 1950, 1950 — 1991 and 1991 —
2021.

The subsequent evaluation is carried out by comparing the values of the average
annual increase/decrease in the population in % and two indexes of population de-
velopment — (CI) a simple index of population change and (RCI) a relative index of
population change, which takes into account the population development of the
monitored municipalities in comparison with the population development of the
entire South Bohemian Region.
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THE INFLUENCE OF RAILWAYS

Fig. 1 shows the railway network of South Bohemia with towns and other mu-
nicipalities monitored in the article. The main South Bohemian railways were es-
tablished in the 70s and 80s of the 19th century. Railways created later up to World
War I are secondary (local) railways. Tab. 1 shows the influence of the railways on
the population development of the monitored municipalities until 1930. In both
observed periods, the positive influence of the railway on the population growth of
municipalities with rail junctions is evident. Additionally, municipalities with five
and four railways had a higher population growth than municipalities with three
railways. The population of R2 municipalities with four railways almost doubled
between 1869 — 1900, as shown by the CI index.

Tab. 1. Changes in the population of municipalities in South Bohemia in relation
to their connection to the railway (1869 — 1930)

Category of municipalities

Period/indicator RI R2 R3 R4 RS R6 R7 Monitored South
5 4 3 (on (end of  (railway  (others) municipalities Bohemia
railways) railways) railways) railways) railway) 2-5km)

1869 — 1900
Number - 3 3 18 - 10 70 104 624
CI/RCI - 199/186  159/149  106/99 - 101/94  103/97 114/107 107/100
Annual popula- - 23 1.5 0.2 - 0.0 0.1 0.4 0.2
1900 — 1930
Number 2 3 6 38 5 12 38 104 624
CI/RCI 129/132  117/120  110/112  100/10 89/91 86/88 85/87 100/103 98/100
Annual popula- 0.9 0.5 0.3 0.0 -0.4 -0.5 -0.5 0.0 0.1

Notes: The municipal categories and indicators are explained in the text. Highlighting indicates high average annu-
al population growth — 0.5% or more.

Source: Own processing based on censuses data (CSO 2016 and 2023).

For the other categories, the positive influence of the railway did not manifest
itself, or very little. While the municipalities on the railway (R4) stagnated in terms
of population, thus copying the average trend of population development in the
region, municipalities without railways (R6 and R7) mostly experienced depopula-
tion, which applies especially to the period of 1900 — 1930. The municipalities
(small towns) at the end of the local railway (R5), whose representatives arranged
to connect the town to the railway network only in the second monitored period, no
longer experienced population growth (e.g. Netolice, Vy$si Brod and Bechyng¢).
Municipalities that soon became a railway hub gained a competitive advantage
with a higher chance for economic and population growth. The later the municipa-
lity was connected to the railway network, the less it profited from the benefits of
the railway, as “the cards were already dealt”.
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The strong influence of the railway on population growth was particularly evi-
dent in case of municipalities whose character and importance depended on the
railway: in the town of Veseli nad LuZnici, to a lesser extent in the town of Protivin
(both are railway junctions) and also in the town of Ceské Velenice, where large
railway repair workshops were established. The opposite example were the towns
that have remained without any connection to the railway. These towns stagnated
in terms of the population and the economy (Trhové Sviny, Kaplice, Vlachovo
Biezi, Mladad Vozice and Studena).

THE INFLUENCE OF TERRITORIAL-ADMINISTRATIVE FUNCTION

From the middle of the 19th century, a new territorial-administrative system in
Bohemia was introduced in the form of newly created political and judicial districts
(see categories mid-sized and small districts in Tab. 2) arranged around mid-sized
and small towns. Towards the end of 1948, i.e. practically only from the 1950s,
territorial-administrative regions were created, including the South Bohemian Re-
gion itself, and small districts were abolished. In 1961 the mid-sized districts were
cancelled and replaced by large districts arranged around selected mid-sized towns.
In another territorial-administrative reform carried out around the year 2000, large
districts were abolished and mid-sized and small districts were reintroduced (under
a different name and with somewhat different boundaries).

With the exception of the last period (2001 — 2021), South Bohemian munici-
palities with a higher territorial-administrative function always had a larger popula-
tion increase than municipalities with a lower territorial-administrative function or
without these functions (Tab. 2). This is also because the territorial and town ad-
ministration supported the development of industrial and other enterprises, schools,
health care facilities and housing construction mainly in the given town at the ex-
pense of other municipalities that fell under the administration of the town. This
then brought about an increase in the number of inhabitants in the town.

Until 1930, the factor of territorial-administrative function was most pro-
nounced in the city of Ceské Bud¢jovice, and to a lesser extent in larger towns —
centres of mid-sized districts. The average annual increase in the population of
these centres was 0.7%, but only 0.4% if Ceské Bud¢&jovice is excluded. The lower
centres — centres of small districts — as a whole stagnated in terms of population.
Their mostly insufficient economic development was saved at least by their territo-
rial-administrative function. The remaining municipalities (mainly rural) fared
slightly worse.

A significantly worse development occurred in the following period (1930 —
1950), when almost all territorial-administrative centres lost a part of their inhabi-
tants (including Ceské Budg&jovice). The vast majority of all other monitored South
Bohemian municipalities underwent a strong depopulation (Tab. 2). Municipalities
with no or low territorial-administrative function were most affected — see the rele-
vant CI and RCI values in Tab. 2. This was mainly due to the post-war displace-
ment of Germans.

In the 1950s, the situation improved. Ceské Bud&jovice grew in population sig-
nificantly as the centre of the newly established South Bohemian Region. Thanks
to the new “socialist industry” located in the centres of mid-sized districts, these
centres also grew. The subsequent reduction of district centres to only 7 centres of
large districts in 1961 and the strong “socialist industrialization” and construction
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of panel housing estates in these favoured centres caused their significant popula-
tion growth. The relatively largest population increase was in the towns of
Jindrichiiv Hradec, Prachatice and Strakonice, whose population doubled between
1961 and 2001.

Tab. 2. Changes in the population of municipalities in South Bohemia in relation
to their territorial-administrative function (1869 — 2021)

Category of municipalities — centre of

Period/indicator A.l A2 A_3 Ad AS Monitored South
region large medium- small non-centres  municipalities ~ Bohemia
district sized district
districts
1869 — 1930
Number of municipalities - - 13 17 74 104 624
CI/RCI - - 161/154 103/99 95/91 114/110 104/100
Annual pop. growth (%) - - 0.7 0.0 -0.1 0.2 0.1
1930 — 1950
Number of municipalities - - 13 18 73 104 624
CI/RCI - - 99/129 74/96 63/82 79/103 77/100
Annual pop. growth (%) - - —-0.1 -1.5 -23 -1.2 -1.3
1950 — 1961
Number of municipalities 1 - 16 - 87 104 624
CI/RCI 116/111 - 109/105 - 105/100 108/104 104/100
Annual pop. growth (%) 1.2 - 0.7 - 0.4 0.7 0.4
1961 —2001
Number of municipalities 1 6 - - 97 104 624
CI/RCI 151/138  159/146 - - 109/100 128/117 109/100
Annual pop. growth (%) 1.1 1.2 - - 0.2 0.6 0.2
2001 —2021
Number of municipalities 1 - 16 20 67 104 624
CI/RCI 96/95 - 94/93 98/97 104/102 97/96 101/100
Annual pop. growth (%) -0.2 - -0.3 0.1 0.2 -0.2 0.1

Notes: The municipal categories and indicators are explained in the text. Highlighting indicates high average annu-
al population growth — 0.5% or more.

Source: Own processing based on censuses data (CSO 2016 and 2023).

There have been major changes in the last two monitored decades, as shown in
the last lines of Tab. 2. A lower population decline was experienced in the city of
Ceské Budgjovice as the administrative centre of the region and other larger towns.
In the case of Ceské Budgjovice and, to a lesser extent, the towns of Tabor and
Strakonice, the decrease in populatlon can be attributed prlmarlly to suburbanisa-
tion. In the case of peripherally located centres of mid-sized districts (Dacice,
Tieboni, Milevsko, Cesky Krumlov, Prachatice and Vimperk) their territorial-
administrative function was overcome by their peripheral location and their dein-
dustrialization.

THE INFLUENCE OF POPULATION SIZE

In the years 1869 — 1930, the strong population growth, caused mainly by the
development of industry, was limited to a few South Bohemian towns. In addition
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to Ceské Budgjovice, these included Tabor and, to a lesser extent, Pisek and Stra-
konice (see P3 in Table 3). Many small South Bohemian towns in population cate-
gories P4 and P5, which have existed since the Middle Ages, stagnated in popula-
tion during this period because they did not develop industrially (e.g. the towns of
Netolice, Bechyné, Tyn nad Vltavou, Trebon and Trhové Sviny). Small municipali-
ties with up to 2,000 inhabitants in category P6 (12 municipalities) increased their
population significantly over the period mentioned above. However, this is a result
of the methodology used, as these are municipalities that later exceeded the thres-
hold of 2,000 inhabitants.

In the period 1930 — 1950, the population development of South Bohemian mu-
nicipalities was strongly influenced by the post-war displacement of Germans from
the border areas with Austria and Bavaria, as well as from Ceské Budg&jovice. In
the P3 category, only towns of Tébor and Strakonice grew in population. In the
following period, the population of larger municipalities over 5,000 inhabitants
grew significantly, mainly at the expense of rural municipalities with up to 2,000
inhabitants. The century-long depopulation of the South Bohemian countryside
stopped in the post-socialist period (Kubes 2000). Municipalities in the semi-
periphery and mountain municipalities with strong tourism show small population
growth, while small rural municipalities in the periphery show small population
losses (Kubes$ and Chvojkova 2020). The outer suburbs around Ceské Budéjovice,
Tabor and several other larger towns are growing strongly in population, while
towns are shrinking somewhat in population.

Tab. 3. Changes in the population of South Bohemian municipalities in terms
of population size (1869 — 2021)

Category of municipalities
Pl P2 P3 P4 P5 P6 Monitored South

50,000+  20,000— 10,000~ 5,000— 2000— upto Municipalitics Bohemia
49999 19.999 9999 4999 1,999

Period/indicator

1869 — 1930
Number of municipalities =¥ =¥ 4 12 76 12 104 624
CI/RCI - - 211/149  102/98 93/90 161/154 114/110 104/100
Annual pop. growth (%) - - 13 0.0 0.1 0.8 0.2 0.1
1930 - 1950
Number of municipalities 1 - 4 12 64 23 104 624
CI/RCI 94/123 - 108/141 70/92 67/88 85/110 79/103 77/100
Annual pop. growth (%) -0.3 - 0.4 -1.7 —2.0 -0.8 -1.2 -1.3
1950 — 1991
Number of municipalities 1 2 2 7 39 53 104 624
CI/RCI 175/154  149/132  193/170  155/137  119/106 91/81 136/120 113/100
Annual pop. growth (%) 1.4 1.0 1.7 1.1 0.4 -0.2 0.8 0.3
1991 - 2021
Number of municipalities 1 4 2 12 30 55 104 624
CI/RCI 96/95 95/94 89/88 94/92 109/107  105/104 98/97 101/100
Annual pop. growth (%) —-0.1 -0.2 -0.4 -0.2 0.3 0.2 -0.1 0.0

Notes: The municipal categories and indicators are explained in the text. Highlighting indicates high average annu-
al population growth — 0.5% or more. *Ceské Bud&jovice had less than 20,000 inhabitants in 1869.

Source: Own processing based on censuses data (CSO 2016 and 2023).
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DISCUSSION

The overall influence of the railway on the population development of smaller
municipalities located along the transit railway can be assessed as contradictory, as
the railway line contributed to increasing the mobility of their inhabitants and could
later contribute to their migration to the towns. Especially in recent years, the po-
pulation growth of suburban municipalities on railway lines near cities can be ob-
served (Urbankova and Ouiednicek 2006), because the railway enables fast, com-
fortable and safe commuting to work. In South Bohemia, this is partlcularly true
for municipalities on the railway lines to Ceské Budejowce and Tabor, where mo-
dern passenger trains operate.

It was only in the post-socialist period that the influence of the territorial-
administrative function of municipalities on their population development was sig-
nificantly weakened. The planning system that favoured district towns had ended.
Representatives of individual municipalities began to influence the development of
their municipalities themselves, including the demarcation of areas for the con-
struction of single-family and multi-family houses for existing and new residents.

The settlement system of South Bohemia is monocentric-polycentric, with the
dominant “one — hundred — thousand city” of Ceské Bud&jovice and 18 urban cen-
tres of micro-regions with another 199,000 inhabitants (Kube§ and Chvojkova
2020). A total of 14 other very small towns has a population of 53,000. About
71,000 inhabitants (10.9%) live in the suburban zone of Ceské Budé&jovice and
Tabor. About 35.8% of the population of South Bohemia live in purely rural mu-
nicipalities. However, in 1869 this proportion was about 80.8%, in 1910 about
74.1% and in 1950 about 64.2% (CSO 2016). It should be noted that the depopula-
tion of the South Bohemian countryside, which lasted for almost 100 years, has
recently stopped (Edelmanova 2019).

The methodology used also showed its limitations. The monitored periods are
not of equal length, so the values in them were also relativised to annual averages.
Only the set of larger municipalities with 2,000 inhabitants or more was monitored,
but the values for the remaining smaller municipalities can be derived from the
data for the set of monitored municipalities and for all municipalities in the region.
In many cases, all the factors analysed acted simultaneously, making it difficult to
distinguish their partial effects.

In addition to the factors monitored in the article, when evaluating the popula-
tion development of South Bohemian municipalities between 1869 and 2021, the
influence of birth and death rates and the balance of migration in individual periods
cannot be neglected. According to Kor¢ak (1972), South Bohemia had between
1870 and 1930 an annual natural population increase of 0.840% (above average
within Bohemia). An annual decrease due to migration of 0.845%, very high within
Bohemia, mainly due to migration to Vienna, Prague and overseas. In contrast to
other regions of Bohemia, there was a decline in population. In the countryside and
in the border districts of South Bohemia inhabited by Germans, the development
trends were even less favourable.

At the end of the 1940s and during the 1950s, the annual natural increase of the
population of South Bohemia was at the level of 0.50 — 0.40%, during the 1960s it
fell to 0.21%. Its significant increase in the second half of the 1970s (0.50 — 0.70%)
was the result of state pro-natality programmes. In the early 1990s, in a time of
political, social and economic transformation, the natural balance of the population
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went into negative values (-0.11% in 1995), after which it increased only slowly
(Edelmanova 2019). In the past, South Bohemians, mainly from rural municipali-
ties, moved to Prague, north-west Bohemia, the Ostrava agglomeration or abroad to
work and live. After one hundred years of migration losses, the migration balance
of South Bohemia has been slightly positive since the end of the 1970s (Klucka
and Novacek 2020).

Population losses due to the events of World Wars I and II also reduced the
population base in South Bohemia. The most significant event for the population
development was the displacement of Germans from the region to West Germany
and Austria after World War II. In 1930, about 148,000 (20.6%) of the inhabitants
of South Bohemia were of German ethnicity, especially in the districts along the
state border. New settlers — Czechs from the Bohemian and Moravian hinterland,
but also Slovaks and Romanian Slovaks — then moved into the border districts, but
could not fully compensate for the loss of population. The result was a fundamental
decrease in the population of the border areas and a smaller decrease in the popula-
tion of the interior of South Bohemia (Klucka and Novacek 2020).

In the years 1948 — 1989, during the period of socialism, the border with West
Germany and Austria became a closed, guarded zone. Many villages near the bor-
der have disappeared. New industrial plants requiring large numbers of workers
were built in South Bohemian towns. The result was a large number of commuters
using public transport and a large migration from the South Bohemian countryside
to the industrialised towns.

At the turn of the 1970s and 1980s, the South Bohemian countryside was nega-
tively affected by the initial implementation of the Centralized Settlement System
plan. In an effort to reduce the cost of running a large number of small rural settle-
ments, it was planned to reduce their number by banning the construction of family
houses and the technical infrastructure in them. People from small rural settlements
were supposed to gradually move to larger central rural municipalities, but they
often went straight to towns (Kubes 2000).

The last remark concerns population development in the post-socialist period.
A significant change is the strong population growth of municipalities located on
the outskirts of larger towns since the end of the 1990s as a result of suburbanisa-
tion. For example, the suburban municipalities around Ceské Budé&jovice gained
about 17,000 new inhabitants from the end of the 1990s to the present (Kubes§ and
Novacek 2019).

CONCLUSION

The population development of South Bohemian municipalities was strongly
influenced by the gradual construction of railways during the industrial revolution.
Municipalities located at major railway junctions experienced strong population
growth, while those far from the railway lost population (see the first input as-
sumption). Mainly since the 1950s, road transport has taken over a significant part
of rail transport. In the current period of suburbanisation, the railways have again
contributed to population growth in the suburban municipalities located on the rail-
ways.

During the period of socialism, the administration of regional or district towns
supported development mainly in these central towns, often at the expense of other
municipalities in the region or district. This approach mainly harmed smaller towns
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that had not become the centres of (large) districts (see the second input assump-
tion). These smaller towns lagged significantly behind in terms of investment allo-
cation and housing construction, which had a negative impact on their population
development. In the post-socialist period, urban and rural municipalities were no
longer dependent on central planning and management in districts and regions;
their development began to be largely influenced by their governments.

For most of the monitored period, municipalities with larger numbers of inha-
bitants, especially larger towns, recorded the largest population increases. Howev-
er, this ceased to be the case in the post-socialist era, when the population grew
mainly in the suburban municipalities around the larger towns as a result of subur-
banisation (see third entry assumption).

Other factors and events also influenced the population development of the
South Bohemian municipalities. These include, in particular, the development of
the natural and migratory balance of the population in individual periods, the loss
of population during the war, the post-war displacement of Germans from the bor-
der areas, the flight of the population to the West in search of freedom, the migra-
tion from the countryside to industrial towns and cities, and the aforementioned
suburbanisation and also a weak counter-urbanisation (Edelmanova 2019) in recent
years.
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Ales Novdcek, Jan Kubes, Stépin Klucka

DLOUHODOBY VYVOJ OBYVATELSTVA JIHOCESKYCH OBCI
V LETECH 1869 - 2021 POHLEDEM VYBRANYCH FAKTORU

Vyzkum dlouhodobého populacniho vyvoje obci je jednim z dulezitych ukoltt humanni
geografie. Tento vyvoj je ovliviiovan fadou faktort, pfedevsim polohovych a socioekono-
mickych. Vzhledem k §ifi problematiky se autofi ¢lanku rozhodli vé€novat pozornost tfem
vybranym faktordm piisobicim na tento vyvoj — faktoru polohy obce vii¢i Zeleznici, faktoru
uzemné-spravni funkce obce a faktoru populacni velikosti obce, vSe v ramci jiznich Cech
v krajském vymezeni.

Analyzy ¢lanku vychazeji z idaji o obyvatelstvu ze s¢itani lidu mezi lety 1869 a 2021.
V ¢lanku jsou sledovany obce, které minimalné ve dvou s¢itanich piekro€ily hranici 2 000
obyvatel. Jedna se o 104 obci z 624 obci Jiho¢eského kraje. Pouzitymi indikatory jsou pru-
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meérny rocni pfirtstek poctu obyvatel, index popula¢ni zmény (CI) a index zohlediujici
populacni vyvoj sledovaného typu obci oproti populacnimu vyvoji celého kraje (RCI).

Pfi posuzovani vlivu Zeleznice jsou obce rozdéleny do sedmi kategorii: obce s Zeleznic-
ni stanici napojenou na 5, 4 a 3 Zeleznicni traté, obce s Zeleznicni stanici na prubézné Zelez-
nici, obce s koncovou zelezniCni stanici, obce se ZelezniCni stanici vzdalenou 2 — 5 km a
ostatni obce. U tohoto faktoru se analyzuje pouze obdobi let 1869 — 1900 a 1900 — 1930.
Pfi posuzovani vlivu izemné-spravni funkce obci se obce rozélenuji do péti kategorii: stie-
disko kraje, stfediska velkého okresu, stfediska stfedné velkého okresu, stfediska malého
okresu a obce bez strediskové tzemné-spravni funkce. Pii posuzovani vlivu populacni veli-
kosti obce jsou obce usporadany do Sesti velikostnich kategorii.

Obr. 1 zachycuje Zelezniéni sit’ JihoCeského kraje a sledované obce v kontextu jejich
dlouhodobého populaéniho vyvoje. V obou sledovanych obdobich vlivu Zeleznice je do
roku 1930 patrnd jeji pozitivni plisobnost na populacni rist obei zvlasté v pripadé obci
s zelezni¢nimi uzly (tab. 1). Mala mésta na konci mistni Zeleznice, ktera byla na Zeleznici
piipojena az v obdobi 1910 — 1930, jiz vykazovala populacni ztraty. Projevuje se zde pravi-
dlo, ze ¢im pozd¢ji byla obec napojena na Zeleznici, tim méné mohla tézit z vyhod Zelezni-
ce. Obce bez Zeleznice vykazovaly vyraznéjsi vylidiiovani. S vyjimkou posledniho obdobi
let 2001 — 2021 méla jihoCeska mésta s vy$s$i uzemné-spravni funkci vzdy vétsi prirastek
obyvatel nez dal§i mésta a obce (tab. 2). Je tomu tak i proto, Ze administrativa téchto mést
podporovala vystavbu domt, bytl a dalsi rozvoj na svém tzemi, ¢asto na tkor do okresu ¢i
kraje ptislusejicich obci.

Jak ukazuje tab. 3, silny populacni rtst v letech 1869 — 1930 se tykal jen nékolika jiho-
¢eskych mést (Ceskych Bud&jovic, Tabora a v mensi mife Pisku a Strakonic). Byl zpiisoben
rozvojem tamniho primyslu a Zelezni¢ni dopravy. Rada mensich jihoceskych mést, existu-
jicich od stfedoveku, ktera byla stfedisky okrest v této dob¢€, populacné stagnovala, protoze
se dopravné a primyslové nerozvijela. V nasledujicim obdobi byl popula¢ni vyvoj obci
silné ovlivnén povalecnym odsunem Némct z jihoceského pohrani¢i. Za socialismu silné
rostl pocet obyvatel ve méstech nad 10 000 obyvatel, tj. obci okresnich mést se silnou in-
dustrializaci a bytovou vystavbou, a to pfedevsim na ukor venkova. Zhruba stoleté vylidio-
vani jihoCeského venkova se zastavilo az v postsocialistickém obdobi. Vétsi jihoceskd més-
ta se ale v tomto obdobi zacala mirné popula¢né smrst'ovat.

Na populacnim vyvoji jihoCeskych obci se podilela i1 fada dalSich faktord, jako vyvoj
piirozené a migraéni bilance, vale¢né ztraty obyvatel, odsun Némcu z pohranié¢i, uvoliiova-
ni pracovni sily ze socialistického zemédélstvi, socialisticka industrializace a v poslednim
sledovaném obdobi zejména suburbanizace.
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