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MISSOURI’S RENTED CROPLAND: WHO OWNS,
OPERATES, AND CONTROLS IT?

PRONAJIMANA ZEMEDELSKA PUDA V MISSOURI: KDO JE
VLASTNIK, KDO NA Nf HOSPODARI A KDO KONTROLUJE?

S. Rikoonl, D. Constance’

1Department of Rural Sociology, University of Missouri-Columbia, USA
2Department of Sociology, Sam Houston State University, USA

ABSTRACT: This paper examines shifting patterns of ownership and control of crop land in Missouri (USA). Non-farmer
ownership of land rose steadily during the first four decades of this century, declined between 1945—1975, and dramatically
increased over the last 25 years. Research on current landlords was undertaken to both better characterize them and to examine
their participation in decision making regarding agrichemical use on their land. Structured in-person interviews were admi-
nistered to local landlords (N = 356) and a mail survey was used to poll more distant owners (N = 559). Results indicate that
participation in farm decisions is low, with little differences between groups. Participation is largely based on economic
variables, with gender and social ties between landlord and renter also important. These results have important implications
for government programs and continuing research on land tenure and rural environmental issues.

Key words: non-farming farmers-land renters, social action, land protection, questionnaire survey

ABSTRAKT: Autofi uvadéji, Ze zmény ve vlastnickych vztazich v zemédélstvi jsou zajimavym tématem pro sociologicky
vyzkum, nebof pfispivaji k soudobému pojeti , rurality®, ,ruralismu® a ,rurdlni drzby pidy* a nuti k ivah4m o moZném napéti
mezi vlastnickymi pravy a sociélni a environmentélni odpovédnosti, vyplyvajici z uZivéani pidy. Jejich vychozim rimcem je
hypotéza, Ze sociélni strukturace rurdlni spolecnosti je zEasti zaloZena na systémech drzby pudy. K tomu je vztaZen fakt, Ze
vlastnici pidy maji jednak nérok na ndjem z pudy (pravo na zisk) a jednak mobhou uplatiovat narok rozhodovat o své pudé
(uZivaci pravo). Zatimco privo na zisk je plné respektovdno a majiteli pidy vyuZivano, takova jednoznalnost se netyké
uzivacich prdv. UZivaci pravo predstavuji socidlni vztahy tykajici se rozhodovani, jeZ lze délit na rozhodovéni organizaéni
a operativni anebo tzv. redlné ekonomické ovladani a vlastnéni (v tradi¢nim pojeti). Zatimco organizacni rozhodovéni a redlné
ekonomické ovladani vztahujeme k rozhodovéni o investicich a alokaci zdrojii, operativni rozhodovéni a vlastnéni se tykaji
béZného kazdodenniho provozu. Panuje vieobeceny soulad ohledné skutednosti, Ze ekonomické ovladéni predchazi a limituje
operativni rozhodovani, av§ak nézory na to, zda pronajimanou pidu v USA kontroluji (rozhoduji o ni) ndjemci ¢i pronajima-
telé, se rizni. Néktefi autofi uvadéji, Ze vlivem kontroly, kterou provadéji pronajimatelé nad najemci, eroduje ,,nezavisly
farm4f*. Jini autofi tvrdi, Ze s rozvojem kapitalistického zemédélstvi dochézi k oddéleni vlastnictvi od kontroly pidy a vlast-
nici se vzd4vaji uZivaciho prava za nijemné, které dostavaji. To vede ke ztraté pfimého vlivu vlastnika na uZivéni jeho pidy.
V tomto rdmci analyzuji autofi vztahy mezi ndjemci a pronajimateli pidy ve staté Missouri ve stfedozapadni oblasti USA.
K analyze pouZivaji tfi vzorce drzby pidy — jako ,uplné majitele” oznaluji ty, ktefi obhospodaiuji a soucasné vlastni
obhospodafovanou pudu, ,,&astecnymi majiteli“ jsou ti, ktefi hospodafi na vlastni pudé, ale dalSi €4st si najimaji a ,,ndjemei*
jsou ti, ktefi obhospodafovanou piidu nevlastni. Vedle nich existuje dal3i skupina - nchospodafici vlastnici pudy. Autofi se
zabyvaji trendy v rozloze pronajimané pidy, charakteristikami farméfl i nehospodaficich vlastnikd pidy. Zaméfuji se na
diskusi o tom, kdo rozhoduje o nakl4dani s piidou v 90. letech. Do analyzy vstupuji s hypotézou, Ze vétSinu manaZerskych
rozhodnuti dnes provéadéji njemci a tento zpisob kontroly nad pidou do budoucna poroste. Mezi zakladni zavéry vyzkumu,
provedeného v letech 1994-1995 mezi nehospodaficimi vlastniky pudy (900 respondentd), ktefi ve stité Missouri tvofi
socidlng velice riiznorodou skupinu, patii nésledujici zji§téni. V soucasné dobé je zfetelné, Ze rozhodovani o piidé, podpofené
socidlnim, ekonomickym a lidskym kapitilem néjemci, se vyznamné presouvéd od majiteld k néjemciim. Dnedni obdobi lze
nazvat jako , kiehké obdobi miru mezi majiteli a nijemci*, nebot jsou objeveny jisté kritické body naruujici tento mir, a tim
i jistou miru stability amerického zemé&délstvi a rurdlnich komunit: 1) Existujici pfibuzenské a dalsi neformélni socidlni vazby
mezi skupinami nevlastnicich hospodafti a nehospodaficich vlastnikd se vyznamné& oslabuji, coZ na stran€ ndjemcii znamena
stres ze zvy¥ené nejistoty ohledné dlouhodobého vyhledu hospodafeni, a na strané pronajimatelt neni zaru¢ena schopnost
ovliviiovat to, co se s jejich piidou d&je. 2) Majitelé vyrazné preferuji ekonomické zisky plynouci z prondjmu pidy a mini-
malizaci svych nékladd a rizik, zatimco socidlni a kulturni funkce se stavaji podruZnymi. 3) ZvySeny konkurencni tlak
podpofeny pozadavky majiteld pidy vici ndjemcim muize mit negativni dopad na vztahy mezi , jiZ zavedenymi* farméri —
ndjemci a ,za¢inajicim* farmafam nedovoluje uplatnit se na trhu. 4) Zatim neexistuji priikazné tGdaje o rozdilném pfistupu
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k piidé¢ mezi hospodaficimi vlastniky a nevlastniky, pokud jde o ochranu Zivotniho prostiedi. Nicméné plati, Ze oddéleni
vlastnictvi a rozhodovéni o piidé neprospiva péci o pidu z hlediska jejiho dlouhodobého zlepSovani a tato zéleZitost se
v americkém zem&d&lstvi stava stale v&tSim problémem. 5) Tato situace vyZaduje revizi existujicich i budoucich vlédnich
programi na ochranu pfirody, a to zejména ve sméru pfisoudit ndjemciim pidy vétsi odpovédnost za jejich rozhodovani, ale
zéroveli je také vice stimulovat pro ochranu pidy z dlouhodobého hlediska. Také vzd€lavaci programy, dosud vyhradné
zaméfené na provozovatele farem, je tfeba roziifit o programy uréené majitelim pidy, stile vice rozptylenym, stiroucim
a neinformovanym. 6) Rostouci propast mezi majiteli a ndjemci neni uspokojivym jevem. Je vysvétlovan jako jeden z nega-
tivnich disledkd industrializace v kombinaci s jistou kulturni, ekonomickou a socidlni zkuSenosti. Jako takovy v sob& nese
prileZitost pro zménu za podminky, jestliZe pfevezmeme aktivni roli.

Kli¢ov4 slova: nehospodafici vlastnici pidy, farmafi-najemci pidy, socidlni jednani, ochrana piidy, dotaznikové Setfeni

INTRODUCTION

Changing property relations in agriculture are im-
portant patterns for social scientists to investigate be-
cause they ‘“challenge former meanings of ruralism,
rurality, and rural land tenure,” (Geisler, Salamon
1993: 530) and force us to consider possible tensions
between the rights of ownership and the social and
environmental responsibilities of land use. Using the
U.S. midwestern state of Missouri as a case study area,
this paper begins by examining twentieth century
trends in the amount of acres rented, the characteristics
of farmers who rent land, and the changing charac-
teristics of non-farming landowners. It then moves on
to a more detailed analysis of non-farming landowners
(landlords) in the 1990s and a discussion of who con-
trols decision-making on rented land. It is our conten-
tion that today renters control most managerial deci-
sion-making on rented land and that this control is only
more likely to increase in the future. We end by con-
sidering some of the implications of the trends de-
scribed in the article.

Social divisions of rural society are based in part on
land tenure systems (Newby 1980). Tenure refers to the
social division of property rights into ownership claims
to income and decision making control over the land
(Gilbert, Harris 1984). Gilbert and Beckley (1993) pro-
vide a conceptual frame to analyze the implications of
the trends in land tenure systems. While landlords en-
joy the “benefit rights* of legal ownership that gener-
ates income from their land, “use rights* can be more
problematic. Use rights are the social relations of con-
trol and can be divided into organizational decisions
and operational decisions (Harris 1974) or real eco-
nomic ownership and possession (Wright 1979). Or-
ganizational decisions and real economic ownership re-
fer to decisions about investment and resource
allocation, while operational decisions and possession
deal with day-to-day management decisions.

While it is widely agreed that economic ownership
precedes, and places limits on, operational decisions,
there are competing arguments as to whether or not
landlords or renters control rented land in the United
States. Further, the issue of control is a dynamic one
that can vary greatly over time and space. In terms of
present patterns, some authors posit an eroding “inde-
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pendent farmer” models where landlords exert a sub-
stantial degree of control over their renters, especially
regarding organizational “structure-setting” decisions
(Harris 1974; Mooney 1988). Others argue that, with
the development of capitalist agriculture, there is a
separation of the landowner from control over the land
whereby they relinquish their “use rights“ for rental
payments (Harvey 1982; Neocosmos 1986). More spe-
cifically, landlords become “only passive recipients of
rent, for which they forfeit all control of production on
their land* (Gilbert, Beckley 1983: 570) which leads to
“the complete removal of the landowner from any di-
rect power over the use of the land“ (Harvey 1982: 345,
as cited in Gilbert and Beckley 1993: 570).

The following discussion of Missouri patterns util-
izes the three categories of land tenure used in the
United States to describe farmers’ ownership rights in
relation to the land they farm. “Full owners* refers to
operators who own all of the land they farm; “part
owners" denotes individuals who own some of the land
they farm and rent other acres for agricultural use; “ten-
ants* are farmers who own none of the land they farm.

LAND TENURE PATTERNS

The top line of Figure 1 shows the total amount of
rented acres in Missouri from 1925, when agricultural
census first began to distinguish between owned and
rented land, and 1992, the date of the last available
agricultural census. These figures are for total farm
land, including cropland, pasture, and woodlands. What
is obvious here is that the number of rented acres — the
top line in the figure — peaked during the Great Depres-
sion in the 1930s, then declined consistently, and at
first rapidly, over the next three decades. The number
of rented acres reached its lowest point in the mid-
1970s. Over the past two decades, the trend has been
an increasing one, the total rising nearly 8% (from
9,481,000 to 19,243,000 acres) between 1882 and
1992. The number of total rented acres identified in the
last agricultural census (1992) is close to the level of
1925. In fact, although today farmers rent about
600,000 less acres in Missouri than they did in 1925,
it is also true that the state’s total farm acreage has
declined by 12% over the same period due primarily to
expansion of urban areas, other land use conversion,
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and conservation programs. As a result, the 36% of
total farm acres that are now rented is slightly higher
than the percentage of 70 years ago.

The figure of thirty-six percent of total farm acres
does not reveal the importance of rented land to crop
production and, by extension, to such related issues as
farm management decision making and environmental
protection. Crop production is the major agricultural
land use by the two land tenure classes — part-owners
and tenant farmers — who rent land. Rented acres have
always produced a far higher percentage of the state’s
total crops than their numbers would indicate. For ex-
ample, Figure 2 shows the major land uses by tenure
category in 1992. Whereas full owners devoted less
than one-third of their total acres to crop production,
the figure among part-owners and tenants were, respec-
tively, 54 percent and 68 percent. This pattern has not

varied greatly over the years. In 1925, 56% of Mis-
souri’s crops were raised on the 35% of the land that
was rented. Today, we estimate the percentage is
roughly equal; that is, over half of the state’s row crops
are raised on rented acres.

Trends in rented acre totals over time also do not
reveal critical changes that have taken place in terms
of who rents and owns that land. As shown in Figure
1, there has been a critical shift in the domination by
particular land tenure classes. During the early decades
of the twentieth century, and until World War II, more
than 65% of rented acres were farmed by tenant farm-
ers who owned none of the land they farmed. In 1925
tenant farmers farmed almost one-third of the state’s
13,700,000 crop acres, and four-fifths of the state’s
7,100,000 rented crop acres. By 1940, tenant farmers
harvested as many crop acres as full owners. Most ten-
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ant farmers during this time period were of two primary
kinds. First, there were small and poor farmers who
worked almost entirely under a crop-share or cropper
system. This group included a minority of African-
American farmers in southeast Missouri, but also many
more Euro-American farmers, again typically poor and
smaller acreage operators. A second and larger group
of tenants were local farmers for whom tenancy was
the only option in light of tight land markets and/or
their possession of insufficient capital to purchase land.
In some cases these were operators climbing the so-
called agricultural tenure ladder, including younger and
beginning farmers who worked family or neighbor’s
lands as a way to begin to accumulate resources and
knowledge.

We should make a few general points about tenancy
in the context of an industrializing America. First, de-
creasing land ownership by farmers began accelerating
in the last two decades of the 19th century with the
close of the frontier period (Baron 1983). Up to this
point, young and new farmers had the option of moving
west to take advantage of government programs (e.g.
Homestead Act lands) that made land available to set-
tlers at very little cost. Second, although information is
limited on landlords early in this century, most appear
to have been retired farmers or their direct heirs. Al-
most all landowners had some farm experience, and the
vast majority were men. Nonfarm investors were a
small minority group, and institutional landlords such
as financial institutions did not become a significant
factor until the 1930s. Third, tenancy often involved a
majority ownership of capital on the part of the land-
lord, who not only owned the land, but also much of
means of production, and in many cases a share of the
production as well. Landlords leased these resources to
tenants, with the latter mainly contributing only their
labor. The use of farm managers as intermediaries be-
tween owners and tenants generally accounted for only
1% of Missouri’s acres. Fourth, tenants operated under
tenuous and temporary conditions. In 1935, for exam-
ple, 49.3% of tenants, versus 12% of owner-operators,
had been on their land one year or less. In contrast,
46% of owner-operators had at least 15 years continu-
ous residence on the farm versus only 6% of tenant
farmers.

We have no comprehensive social science assess-
ment of control over rented land during this time pe-
riod. But we would suggest, and can in part document,
that through this period of widespread tenancy, the
ownership and control of Missouri’s rented farms
rested largely in the same hands, those of the landlord.
These owners possessed power over their renters as a
result of local and macro-level economic and social
relationships, all within the context of a tightening land
market and oversupply of operators. As Missouri
moved squarely into the market economy of the late
19th century, a more permanent set of families began
to dominate each locale, and land transfers became less
frequent and more competitive. At the same time, the

4

end of the frontier period and the end of a surplus
western land market closed one of the primary options
left to Missouri farmers closed out of local land markets.

In this situation, landlords dominated economic re-
lationships by virtue of their control of land and pro-
duction resources, and they dominated social relation-
ships by virtue of various combinations of knowledge,
race, economic standing, and age. Particular regional
bases of social control depended on local agricultural
structures and demographic transitions. In the
“bootheel” of southeast Missouri, for example, most
share-crop tenants were of an entirely different, and
socially defined lower, class than landowners. They
were also characterized by lower education and lower
income (Wells 1987). Only about 5% of southern Mis-
souri tenants were related to their landlords, but in the
northwest the situation was different where kinship pat-
terns linked almost 30 percent of landlords and tenants.
Northern Missouri renters were often of the same cul-
tural and even family groups as their landlords, but at
the same time tenants were often new or younger farm-
ers at a distinct social disadvantage to their older land-
lords, who in many cases had considerable farm expe-
rience of their own. Tenant power was constrained both
by their desire to eventually takeover family land and
by the social norms granting authority to older genera-
tions.

Since the 1930s, the situation has drastically
changed, and been turned rather upside-down. In terms
of renters, the most critical trend is the increasing po-
sition and power of part-owners who operate a combi-
nation of owned and rented lands. Figures 1 and Table
1 show first the decline of, respectively, the numbers of
tenant farmers and their crop acreages and the rise of
the part owner. The number of tenant-farmers peaked
at close to 108,000 in 1935, and declined over the next
ten year intervals to 67,000, 41,000, and 23,000. To-
day, the number of tenant farmers is about 8,000, which
represents about 7% of the state’s farm population. The
number of acres farmed by this group is close to 10%
of the Missouri’s totals. In essence, the significance of
tenant farmers as a social and agricultural force in the
state has considerably diminished.

The status of part-owners is a different story. In
terms of numbers, the category of part-owners has de-
creased 19% from 32,589 in 1925 to the 1992 level of
26,498. The trend in terms of numbers, however,
should not be confused with the group’s growing im-
portance to Missouri agriculture. In terms of the per-
centage of the state’s total number of farmers, the fig-
ure for part-owners has increased from 13% in 1925 to
27% in 1992. More important are trends in their farm
size and levels of harvested acres. In 1925, part-owners
harvested about 2,412,000 acres or 18% of the state’s
total. In 1992, the group accounted for more than
7,300,000 crop acres, and 60% of the total. This take-
over by part-owners of primary importance in Missouri
crop production has occurred through tremendous
growth in average farm size among part-owners. By the
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. Number of Missouri farmers and acreage by tenure group: 1925-1992

Full owners Part owners Tenants State total
1925
Number of Farmers 141,794 (55%) 32,589 (13%) 85,027 (32%) 259,410
Total farm acres (000s) 17,698 (54%) 5,035 (16%) 9,559 (29%) 32,292
Harvested crop acres (000s) 6,499 (47%) 2412 (18%) 4,695 (34%) 13,606
1935
Number of farmers 132,129 (48%) 37,023 (13%) 108,023 (39%) 277,175
Total Farm Acres (000s) 15,444 (45%) 6,272 (18%) 12,838 (37%) 34,554
Harvested crop acres (000s) 5,374 (42%) 2,308 (18%) 5,234 (40%) 12,916
1945
Number of farmers 145,426 (60%) 31,552 (13%) 65,146 (27%) 242,124
Total farm acres (000s) 18,101 (52%) 7,460 (21%) 9,254 (27%) 34,815
Harvested crop acres (000s) 5,509 (43%) 3,146 (25%) 4,091 (32%) 12,746
1954
Number of farmers 127,306 (63%) 38,058 (19%) 35,720 (18%) 201,084
Total farm acres (000s) 17,667 (52%) 10,129 (30%) 6,013 (18%) 33,809
Harvested crop acres (000s) 4,831 (39%) 4,373 (36%) 3,059 (25%) 12,263
1964
Number of farmers 97,366 (66%) 32,804 (22%) 16,800 (12%) 146,970
Total farm acres (000s) 16,226 (50%) 12,068 (37%) 4,037 (13%) 32,331
Harvested crop acres (000s) 3,935 (36%) 4.998 (46%) 2,032 (18%) 10,965
1974
Number of farmers 80,545 (70%) 25,140 (22%) 10,026 (8%) 115,711
Total farm acres (000s) 15,413 (52%) 11,668 (39%) 2,720 (9%) 29,801
Harvested crop acres (000s) 4,397 (37%) 5,790 (49%) 1,578 (14%) 11,765
1982
Number of farmers 74,830 (67%) 27,191 (24%) 10,426 9%) 112,447
Total farm acres (000s) 13,569 (46%) 13,104 (45%) 2,592 (9%) 29,265
Harvested crop acres (000s) 4,248 (33%) 6,912 (54%) 1,566 (13%) 12,726
1992
Number of farmers 63,421 (65%) 26,498 (27%) 8,163 (8%) 98,082
Total farm acres (000s) 11,746 (41%) 14,365 (50%) 2,436 (9%) 28,547
Harvested crop acres (000s) 3,380 (28%) 7,302 (60%) 1,476 (12%) 12,158

early 1990s, part-own farm size averaged over 542
acres against a statewide average of 291 acres.

What has been responsible for the rise of part-own-
ers in the agricultural structure? In brief, we know that
between 1940 and 1975, land prices remained compara-
tively inexpensive but showed relatively consistent in-
creases in value. In this context, the general prosperity
during the three decades following World War II al-
lowed farmers to purchase land. These trends occurred,
moreover, within the context of wider technological,
biological, and chemical revolutions that pushed small
tenant farmers off the land, and favored the expansion
of ever-larger, more capital-intensive farms. In general,
operators with positive equity positions now required
more acres (o take advantage of new, capital-intensive
agricultural technologies. At the same time, the govern-
ment implemented farm policies and forms of organ-
izational assistance that were not scale neutral but in-
stead favored larger operators. These technological and
organizational conditions effectively placed the tenant
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farmer, as well as the full-owner operator, at a competi-
tive disadvantage.

During the past fifty years, there are actually then
two trends related to the expansion of part-owners. Be-
tween 1945 and the mid-1960s, part-owners expanded
by both purchasing the land of full-owners and by tak-
ing over rented acres from tenants. Over the past 20
years, however, their growth has almost exclusively
been through increased rental of former full-owner
acres that have passed into the hands of non-farming
owners. In essence, land ownership by farmers is de-
clining, and nonfarm ownership is increasing.

There are additional important features of this 30%
of operators who now farm 50% of the state’s acres and
raise 60% of our crops. First, they rent more land than
they farm. From a situation in 1925 when part-owners
owned roughly 2/3 of the land they farmed and rented
the remained, today the group as a whole owns about
45% of the land it farms. The critical period in this
transition occurred between 1959 and 1978, during



which time their owned land increased 12% from 5.7
to 6.4 million acres, while their rented land increased
55%, from 4.4 to 6.8 million acres. Further, there is a
positive correlation between total farm sales of part
owner farms, farm size, and percentage of rented acres.
While part owner farms with annual gross sales of less
than $50,000 average 65% land owned and 35% land
rented, farms grossing more than $100,000 annually
average 40% owned land and 60% rented land (Seipel
et al. 1995). In summary, our class of renters have
changed in some critical ways. From tenants rather on
the margins of agriculture and rural society, most rent-
ers are now capital-intensive, highly-commercialized
operators with sophisticated understandings of farming
and a location squarely within the agricultural main-
stream.

Farm expansion through rental of additional acres is
a complex phenomenon. Whether or not farmers
choose to rent land, or rent more land, is not only the
result of individual calculations, but also of such fac-
tors as local land markets, the price of land, interests
rates, capital gains taxes, and farm programs. All of
these are dynamic forces, and the future of rented land
in Missouri and the United States may be influenced
more by changes in the capital gains tax (Internal Reve-
nue Service) and farm programs than it is by farmer
desires to rent or purchase land. One constant trend
over the past fifteen years has been a general encour-
agement by agricultural economists for farmers to ex-
pand through renting and not through purchase. These
recommendations cite the flexibility of renting, the de-
sire not to tie up equity, and, until recently, the poor
performance of land values. Such advice, of course, has
enhanced the decline of farmer-owned land and in-
creased differentiation in agriculture.

Non-farming landowners

Who are these sophisticated part-owners renting
from? In 1994 and 1995, we surveyed approximately
900 non-farming landowners from eight agricultural
counties in the state. Our sample is biased towards
landowners of rented crop land as we are interested
especially in landowner participation in decision mak-
ing concerning arable land. Among the 241,000 acres
owned by non-farming landowners in our sample,
78.6% are used for annual crops while only 16.8% is
pasture. The average combined land and building mar-
ket value of the farms in our sample is $215,465, with
an average per acre value of $820. These levels are
consistent with farmland values in general in the better
cropping areas of the state.

Basic descriptive information on our sample of non-
farming landowners are included in Table II. Most of
the characteristics of landlords are self-evident in the
tables and need little elaboration here. We would like
to note the following additional patterns:

Bipolarization of non-farming landowners — As
with changes in the farm size of American farmers in

general, there is a disappearing middle-sized ownership
group. Among our group, 9.3% of owners possess
fewer than 50 acres and another 42.8% own between
50 and 179 acres. Together, this 52.1% of landowners
account for only 19% of the total acres in our sample.
In contrast, a group of 13% of all landowners own more
than 500 acres each and, as a whole, control 49% of
the land. In the middle are the remaining 34.8% who
own between 180 and 499 acres and control 32% of the
rented land.

Extreme diversity of non-farming landowners — Al-
most all characteristics are very variable among this
population, particularly gender, education, marital
status, residence, distance from rented farm, percent of
net income derived from farmland rental, and total
rental income from farmland.

Income dependence — The income variables at the
bottom of Table 2 reveal that most landowners do not
derive significant total incomes from their land; how-
ever, slightly more than half depend on rental income
for at least 20% of their total income.

Elderly age — One obvious critical characteristic of
landlords is their generally high age. Within our sample
of owners, 4.7% are under 40 years of age, 7.5% are
between 40 and 49 years, 16.3% are between 50 and
59 years, 26.8% are between 60 and 69 years, 29.6 are
between 70 and 79 years old, and 15.1% are more than
80 years of age. The mean age of our sample is about
66 years of age. While this distribution is slightly
higher than the statewide non-farming landowner aver-
age in 1988 (USDC, 1990), the distribution does not
differ significantly and in fact reveals the decreased
frequency of land transfers in the Midwest over the past
twenly years.

Special subgroupings

Table II also includes information on our sample as
divided into categories based on type of lease used,
gender, and the distance between the landowner’s resi-
dence and the largest rental property. We selected these
groupings because recent research has stressed gender
and leasing arrangement implications for participation
in decision-making and because each denotes a number
of interesting research hypotheses.

In our sample, 27 percent of landlords report use of
cash leases and 73 percent use share leases which en-
title owners to a percentage of the crop rather than
fixed monetary rent on a per acre basis. Cash leases
generally remain more common in contracts on pasture
land and less frequent in cropping regions such as those
surveyed in our research. Type of lease is important
because it can be hypothesized that share lease land-
lords will be more involved in operational decision-
making than cash lease landlords.

The type of lease favored by landlords is a complex
issue. Factors that are typically cited as favoring the
use of cash leases include greater distance from the
farm, less knowledge of farm operations, pasture ver-
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sus crop land use, and inferior value of land. Share
leases are associated in our data with larger average
parcels, but the differences in land use on cash versus
share leased land are minor and the market value of
land and buildings is almost identical. Other expected
differences also have not materialized, for example the
expectancy that cash leases would be favored by those
landlords who live at greater distance from their farms.

IL Selected characteristics of landlord subgroups'

We suspect other factors are at work, especially the
quality of the social relationship between the landlord
and tenant, and the landlord’s prior life experiences
with the rental parcel in question.

Gender differences between landlords are also im-
portant. In our sample, close to 43% of respondents
were women, and close to 70% of these women are sole
owners. Denise Rogers’ estimate (1991) that 40 percent

Total sample | Cash lease | Share lease Male Female <151 miles | >150 miles
Average acres owned 275 226 290 299 244 288 247
Average acres rented 250 210 262 270 230 258 229
Gender: Male 574 55.2 57.9 100.0 0.0 58.6 55.1
Female 42.6 44.8 42.1 0.0 100.0 41.4 44.9
Education: < High school 104 12.6 9.6 1.1 9.4 14.7 1.4
High school 28.1 27.9 28.4 28.0 283 353 12.4
Some college 20.1 21.1 20.3 18.3 225 19.2 21.9
College degree 20.6 16.8 21.4 19.8 21.7 15.4 325
Advanced degree 17.1 16.3 16.9 19.0 14.4 11.2 28.6
Marital Status: Single 4.6 5.2 4.0 4.7 4.5 4.6 4.6
Married 67.9 62.9 69.3 85.9 43.8 64.5 76.3
Divorced 32 3.1 3.3 2.0 4.7 2.6 39
Widowed 243 28.9 23.4 75 47.0 28.3 15.2
Residence type
Farm 24.7 33.2 22.8 28.1 20.2 32.8 5.0
Rural, non-farm 89 8.9 8.9 9.7 8.0 9.6 7.8
Town, 1,000-1,999 119 9.5 12.8 103 14.1 14.8 6.4
Town, 2,000-9,999 119 12.1 11.9 10.7 13.0 12.7 10.3
Town, 10,000-49,999 14.0 13.2 13.5 13.4 14.9 10.1 22.7
City, 50,000+ 28.8 23.2 30.1 27.9 30.0 20.1 47.9
Distance residence to farm
0 to 5 miles 26.7 29.3 26.6 28.6 257 39.9 0.0
6 to 24 miles 16.0 19.9 15.5 15.4 18.1 24.1 0.0
25 10 49 miles 4.5 53 3.8 3.6 4.8 8.5 0.0
50 to 149 miles 19.1 17.8 19.4 20.2 16.8 27.5 0.0
150 to 499 miles 14.0 13.0 13.7 15.0 13.0 0.0 42.6
500 or more miles 19.7 14.7 20.7 17.4 21.6 0.0 57.4
% of net income derived from
farmland rental (average of
previous 3 years)
1 to 5 percent 25.5 29.3 24.2 27.6 22.8 23.1 30.9
6 to 19 percent 232 17.4 24.6 24.2 17.8 20.0 29.7
20 to 39 percent 23.1 24.6 22.7 22.0 26.6 20.7 28.2
40 to 59 percent 13.9 13.1 14.2 12.2 18.1 16.8 7.0
60 to 79 percent 6.9 7.8 12 6.7 72 9.8 1.1
80 to 100 percent 74 7.8 7.5 7.3 7.5 9.6 3.1
3 yr. average income from far-
mland rental
$5,000 or less 27.5 33.1 25.9 26.3 29.1 25.7 31.4
$5,001 to $10,000 28.7 26.2 29.7 30.2 26.7 29.4 26.7
$10,001 to $20,000 20.6 18.0 21.4 20.2 21.2 19.0 24.4
$20,001 to $40,000 15.0 16.8 14.3 14.1 16.1 17.0 10.9
$40,001 or more 7.3 5.8 8.9 9.1 6.9 8.8 6.5

'Gmup Ns are as follows: total sample (873), cash lease (198), share lease (695), male (501), female (372), <150 miles (556), >150 miles

(317)
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of rented noncorporate land nationally is controlled by
women is pretty close to, or perhaps slightly underes-
timates, the situation in Missouri. There is a large per-
centage of women (47 percent) who are widows (versus
7.5% for men) and these women are normally elderly
sole owners and a critical constituency in terms of rural
landownership groups.

Further, women own significantly smaller parcels,
derive slightly less income from their rental ground,
but importantly depend more heavily on this income as
a percentage of total income. The social and wage
causes (e.g. lack of pension income) for this scenario
are rather well-known and need no elaboration here.
Finally, we should point out that women are signifi-
cantly older on the average (69 versus 64) than their
male counterparts, the land they own has been in their
families for significantly longer periods of time, but
they also live — on the average — at significantly greater
distances from their land.

The distance variable — the last column in Table II
— is dichotomized as to whether or not landlords live
within 150 miles of their largest rental property. It is
included because distance may be a significant corre-
late with the use of specific types of leasing arrange-
ment and hypothesized as a negative impact on in-

III. Contact and Knowledge Characteristics of Population Subgmups'

volvement in decision-making. The listing of charac-
teristics shows a few items of note. First, there are
significantly higher levels of education among those
living more than 150 miles form the farm as well as
decreased dependence on rental income as a percentage
of farm income. This group owns and rents out slightly
smaller average acreages, but more importantly they
have significantly higher overall incomes, and thus
their rental incomes comprise a smaller percentage of
total income.

Table III presents measures of the quantities of con-
tact between these three subgroupings and their renters
as well as the knowledge of landlords. As might be
expected, cash and share lease results show significant
differences among the three measures of trips to field
with renters, hours discussing general farm operations,
and hours specifically discussing pesticides. The abso-
lute measures of contact, however, are not as different
as one might have expected.

Male/female differences are not in the area of joint
field visits, but in the area of operations discussion and,
especially, discussions about pesticides. Male owners
rate their levels of knowledge about farm practices and
pesticides considerably higher, and this may of course
be a reflection of their higher levels of involvement in

Cash lease Share lease Male Female <151 miles >150 miles

Lease type

Share lease 0.0 100.0 78.5 76.5 76.2 81.8

Cash lease 100.0 0.0 21.5 23.5 23.8 18.2
Annual trips to field with renter

0 times 50.3 42.4 42.7 46.0 355 62.9

1-2 times 20.5 21.9 17.2 17.2 17.9 28.9

3-5 times 13.3 17.8 18.0 15.0 21.6 6.5

>5 times 15.9 17.9 22.1 21.8 25.0 1.7
Annual hours discussing farm with renter

0 hours 14.1 7.4 6.7 12.9 7.9 11.3

1-5 hours 46.1 34.7 33.5 41.0 36.0 39.1

6-10 hours 18.9 24.4 255 24.5 233 228

11-24 hours 14.1 16.6 17.6 13.5 17.3 14.1

25+ hours 6.8 16.9 16.7 8.1 15.5 12.7
Annual hours discussing pesticides with
renter

0 hours 69.1 45.1 43.4 60.3 45.2 60.6

1-2 hours 21.0 35.5 36.0 27.1 34.5 28.8

3-4 hours 3.7 4.5 6.1 14 4.7 3.2

5+ hours 6.2 14.9 14.5 11.2 15.6 7.4
Know which herbicides are used on farm

Yes 12.2 21.1 23.0 14.1 20.5 14.9

No 87.8 78.9 77.0 85.9 79.5 85.1
Know which practices are used on farm

Yes 29.8 41.0 45.1 29.6 41.8 30.1

No 70.2 59.0 54.9 70.4 58.2 69.9

'Group Ns are as follows: total sample (873), cash lease (198), share lease (695), male (501), female (372), <150 miles (556), and >150 miles

@317)
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V. Participation in d king: total ple results
% Responsibility for decision by renter (R) and landlord (L) by p ge of
total sample (N = 873)

(0)) 2 3) 4 ®) (6)
Decision-making variable 100%R 80% R 60% R 40% R 20% R ¥ i mean

0% L 20% L 40% L 60% L 80% L 100% L
Crops grown 55.0% 16.9% 18.0% 5.5% 1.0% 3.5% 1.9
Tillage practices 69.1% 15.3% 10.6% 2.4% 1.7% 1.0% 1.6
Types of pesticides 76.0% 12.4% 7.8% 1.7% 0.9% 1.2% 1.4
Techniques of pesticide application 78.4% 11.8% 6.1% 1.8% 0.3% 1.5% 1.4
Fertilizer amounts 72.8% 15.9% 7.9% 2.5% 0.0% 0.8% 1.4
Fertilizer timing 76.9% 14.5% 6.0% 1.1% 0.3% 1.1% 1.4
Price/income support program participation 59.2% 11.8% 17.8% 6.2% 1.2% 3.8% 1.9
Crop insurance programs 48.3% 9.6% 10.1% 5.6% 1.1% 11.2% 1.9
Soil conservation program participation 47.2% 16.3% 14.9% 9.2% 4.6% 7.8% 23
Water quality program participation 56.8% 15.3% 10.4% 7.1% 4.3% 6.1% 2.1

discussion on farm management. We should be careful
about generalizations on either group; for example,
there are some women owners who have a high level
of contact with renters and consider themselves know-
ledgeable about operations on their rented ground.

Finally, distance is an interesting variable. Living
more than 150 miles from the farm clearly impacts on
the number of visits to the fields. Only 8% (versus 47%
in the closer proximity group) visits fields three or
more times a year. But the groups begin to converge
where discussion with renters is concerned because we
include in this inquiry all medias of discussion. While
differences between the groups are still significant at a
0.05 level, the numbers begin to merge in the two high-
est categories of discussion about general farm opera-
tions. In essence, distance inhibits direct contact with
the farm, but less so consultation with renters.

In summary, what we have now is a mixed and tran-
sitional group largely comprised of two groups: older
retired farmers and their spouses with some earlier con-
nection to the farm and new generations of heirs and
outsiders (an increasing number of whom are investors)
with no personal connection to farming.

Landlord participation in decision-making

Landlord participation in decision making is in-
vestigated through two levels of statistical analysis —
t-tests of significant difference and logistic regression.
Table IV is a descriptive summary of the entire sam-
ple’s response to ten scenarios about participation in
decision-making, six of which address operational or
management decisions, and four of which focus on pro-
gram participation. Trends in landlord participation in
decision making are characterized by a continuing
withdrawal from the operation of their land, with the
result of an increasing differentiation between owner-
ship and management.
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Perhaps the most important pattern in these results
is the generaily low overall levels of landlord partici-
pation. Only in choosing crops grown does the level of
participation at any level begin to approach 50% of
landlords. In most cases of management decision-mak-
ing, 70 or more percent of landlords give all responsi-
bility to the renter and the means reveal low overall
participation. As anticipated, landlord participation is
significantly higher for the program decisions.

Table V lists the independent variables that we di-
chotomized for chi-square and logistic regression
analyses. We decided to use dichotomized routines as
our initial analytical approach in order to compare our
results to those of researchers (e.g., Rogers, Vandeman
1993; Gilbert, Beckley 1993). As shown in Table VI,
there are consistently significant differences in the in-
dependent variables of GENDER and LEASE across
the six decision-making scenarios presented here. In all
cases, male gender and share leases are correlated with
higher landlord participation. DISTANCE is significant
only for the two operational decisions concerning pes-
ticide use, while the fact that the landlord had previous
farming experience on the rented acres (EVERFARM)

V. Variable used in significance and logistic regression analyses

Variable title Variable description

GENDER male or female

RESIDENCE lives on a farm or does not live on a farm

DISTANCE residence <151 or >150 miles from largest
rented farm

PERC rental income averages <26% or >25% of
total income for last 3 years

LEASE uses cash lease or share lease

EDUCATION has attended college or has not attended
college

OLD age of <76 or >75 years of age

OCCUPATION if landlord lists farming as present or past
occupation

EVERFARM if landlord ever farmed property now
leased to renter




VI. Bivariate analysis of participation in six decision-making scenarios

Variable DEC 1 DEC 2 DEC 3 DEC 4 DEC 5 DEC 6
GENDER 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.001
RESIDENCE NS NS NS NS NS
DISTANCE NS NS 0.01 0.05 NS NS
INCOME NS 0.01 0.001 0.001 NS 0.04
LEASE 0.001 0.008 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.001
EDUCATION NS NS NS 0.006 NS
OLD NS 0.05 NS 0.04 NS
OCCUPATION 0.01 NS 0.001 0.001 NS 0.05
EVERFARM 0.001 NS 0.04 NS NS NS

"DEC 1 = Types of crops grown on rental ground

DEC 2 = Types of tillage practices used on rental ground
DEC 3 = Types of pesticides used on rental ground

DEC 4 = Types of pesticide application techniques used
DEC 5 = Participation in soil conservation programs
DEC 6 = Participation in water quality programs

is significantly correlated also with two managerial
questions. Residence on a farm is not significantly dif-
ferent between participants and non-participants, and
EDUCATION only for a single program decision-mak-
ing scenario. Finally, there are some strong statistical
differences based on whether the landlord lists farming
as a present or previous occupation (OCCUPATION)
and whether rental income comprises at least 25% of a
landlords total annual income.

LOGISTIC REGRESSION

The second level of analysis uses logistic regression
procedures to probe the relationships among eight of
the variables. In our models, the issue addressed is the
response probability of participating in decision-mak-
ing. In building our model we decided to retain vari-
ables that were best related to the dependent variable
based on the previously-described t-test significance
testing. We therefore utilized the method of step-wise
selection with a significance level of p = 0.05 required
for final variable retention in the model.

The logistic regression model table (Table VII) pre-
sents those independent variables that survived the
stepwise regression procedure and are included in the
parsimonious model. The first two sections (A and B)
report on the logistic regression models for, respec-
tively, crops grown and tillage practices used on rented
land. Readers will note that in the case of crops grown
only two variables — LEASE and GENDER - remain
in the parsimonious model. These two variables predict
that, all other things being equal, both share leasing and
male gender increase the likelihood of participating in
decision-making on crops grown by, respectively, more
than three and one-half and two and one-half times.
The same two variables, albeit in reverse order and
with less predictive power, remain the top two predic-
tive factors in decision making regarding tillage prac-
tices. But in this situation, reliance on rental income for
more than 25% of total income and age under 75 years

10

are nearly as important. In other words, least likely to
participate in decision-making are elderly female own-
ers whose rental income is derived through cash leases
and whose total rental income is a small percentage of
their total income.

Decision-making regarding the choice of pesticides
(Section C) has the most complex logit model. Perhaps
in reflection of the fact that local conditions are critical
to pesticide choice, the DISTANCE variable appears
here for the first (and we should add only) time. The
remaining four predictive variables are similar to that
of tillage decision-making although type of lease be-
comes a stronger indicator. Similar variables, minus
that of DISTANCE, hold for the last management-re-
lated situation — choice of pesticide application tech-
nology (Section D). For an as yet unexplained reason,
percent income has the strongest influence here.

The results of the logistic regression analysis on de-
cision-making on programs participation yields slightly
different results. Part E, on soil conservation programs,
shows share-lease landlords more than two and half
times more likely to participate in decision-making and
age over 70 or female ownership decreasing the odds.
Part F, on water quality programs, maintains the promi-
nence of the share-lease holder, but also predicts per-
cent income derived from rental land as a significant
indicator. Female gender and older age remain negative
indicators. One interesting pattern in both of these sec-
tions is the relative lack of power of the DISTANCE
variable. Whereas DISTANCE does seem to be an in-
dicator of participation in management decisions, it is
not revealing of landlord involvement in considerations
of participation in institutional programs.

The issue of distance has led to more detailed analy-
sis of differences in participation between local land-
lords (i.e. those who live within 20 miles of their farm)
and absentee landlords (i.e. those who live more than
20 miles from their farm). In general, our research has
found that, as a whole, neither local nor absentee land-
lords are substantially involved in decision making on
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VII. Logistic regr models predicting land

participation in six decision-making scenarios
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A. SELECTION OF CROPS
Landlord variables Parameter Estimate Wald Chisq. Pr > Chisq. Odds Ratio
LEASE 1.2850 47.9956 0.0000 3.6147
GENDER -0.9939 45.6001 0.0000 2.7019
Model Chi-square = 100.94 (including x intercept); df = 2, p = 0.0001
Goodness of fit chi-square = 884.996 (df = 886, p = 0.5032)
Concordance rating = 65.24%
B. SELECTION OF TILLAGE PRACTICES
Landlord variables Parameter Estimate Wald Chisq. Pr > Chisq. 0Odds Ratio
GENDER -0.7522 22,3593 0.0000 2.1218
LEASE 0.5923 9.7288 0.0018 1.8081
PERC 0.5488 11.2321 0.0008 1.7312
OLD -0.4870 9.1765 0.0025 1.6273
Model Chi-square = 51.96 (including x intercept); df = 4, p = 0.0001
Goodness of fit chi-square = 895.137 (df = 884, p = 0.3899)
Concordance rating: 70.19%
C. SELECTION OF PESTICIDES b
Landlord Variables Parameter Estimate Wald Chisq. Pr > Chisq. Odds Ratio
LEASE 0.9165 16.4658 0.0000 2.5004
PERC 0.6892 14.7155 0.0001 1.9922
GENDER -0.6784 14,9268 0.0001 1.9708
OLD -0.5317 8.9644 0.0028 1.7018
DISTANCE -0.3838 4.1231 0.0423 1.4343
Model Chi-square = 61.13 (including x intercept); Df = 5, p = 0.00001
Goodness of fit chi-square = 899.690 (df = 883, p = 0.3407)
Concordance rating: 76.15%
D. SELECTION OF PESTICIDE APPLICATIONS ,
Landlord variables Parameter Estimate Wald Chisq. Pr > Chisq. Odds Ratio
PERC 0.8086 19.7120 0.0000 2.2447
LEASE 0.8048 11.9665 0.0005 2.2362
GENDER -0.6830 13.9768 0.0002 1.9798
OLD —0.4531 6.1246 0.0133 1.5733
Model Chi-square = 49.96 (including x intercept); Df = 4, p = 0.00001
Goodness of fit chi-square = 900.759 (df = 884, p = 0.3402)
Concordance rating: 79.42%
E. PARTICIPATION IN SOIL CONSERVATION
RORAMS
Landlord variables Parameter Estimate Wald Chisq. Pr > Chisq. Odds Ratio
LEASE 0.9869 34.7723 0.0000 2.6829
GENDER -0.5517 15.2523 0.0001 1.7361
OLD -0.3770 7.1701 0.0074 1.4579
Model Chi-square = 61.16 (including x intercept); df = 3, p = 0.0000
Goodness of fit chi-square = 890.805 (df = 885, p = 0.4390)
Concordance rating: 61.2%
F. PARTCIPATION IN WATER QUALITY
PROGRAMS
Landlord variables Parameter Estimate Wald Chisg. Pr > Chisq. Odds Ratio
GENDER ~0.5034 11.8921 0.0006 1.6543
LEASE 0.5001 8.4967 0.0038 1.6489
PERC 0.4686 9.1925 0.0024 1.5978
OLD —0.4366 8.4178 0.0036 1.5473
Model Chi-square = 36.31 (Including x intercept); df = 4, p = 0.0001
Goodness of fit chi-square = 889.300 (df = 884, p = 0.4437)
Concordance rating: 62.43%
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rented crop acres, especially in regards to management
decisions (Constance et al. 1997).

However, the factors that predict participation in
either group do differ. Multivariate analyses reveal sig-
nificant support for close landlord-renter social rela-
tions as an important factor for participation in decision
making for local landlords but not for absentee owners.
While it might be argued that increased social ties to
the renter might lessen the need for landlord involve-
ment, our results suggest a different relationship. Local
landlords often rent to operators who are family mem-
bers and/or people the owners have known for a long
time. As a result, there may be greater ease in commu-
nication and more opportunities for interaction between
landlords and renters and, therefore, increased partici-
pation in decision-making. It is this type of social link-
age, in combination with male gender, share lease, and
a previous farm background, that results in the greatest
likelihood of local landlords providing input into farm
management decisions.

This conclusion points to a possible implication that
warrants further research. The “close social ties* exhib-
ited by local landlords may mean that this study may
not have discovered simply that local landlords more
often rent to relatives and that these social ties are
predictors of participation in environmental decision
making. Rather, for local landlords, especially, renting
may be a form of transitional ownership before passing
down the land from parents to children, whereby social
ties provide a mechanism of continuity for conversa-
tions and practices related to resource stewardship.

For absentee landlords, economic factors and age
are the most significant predictors of participation. In
our initial analyses, male gender, rental income of at
least 25 percent of total income, and younger age were
the most significant predictors of participation. In later,
expanded models, the social linkages that prove impor-
tant in understanding the participation of local land-
lords do not hold for absentee owners. (Constance et
al. 1997). It appears that distance suggests ownership
by newer generations with fewer social ties to renters,
lower frequencies of agricultural experience and back-
ground, and confrontation with pragmatic and commu-
nications limitations on landlord-renter interactions.
Our last models also show maintenance of age as a
significant variable, along with the addition of the qual-
ity and quantity of rural income. Absentee landlords
who depend more heavily on their rental incomes and
who have higher incomes in general are most likely to
participate in decision-making. With these variables in-
cluded, the predictive power of the owner’s gender is
negated.

In summary, participation in decision-making is es-
pecially lower for women, for cash-lease landlords, for
landlords who never farmed themselves, and for those
who live farther away from their farms. All rather com-
mon sense findings, perhaps, but all the more important
when you consider that these are exactly the variables
that dominate trends in ownership today — more
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women, more cash-leasing, less agriculturally — knowl-
edgeable owners, and more absentee ownership.

Implications

While non-farming landowners maintain such rights
as the hiring and firing of renters, it is clear that sig-
nificant social, economic, and human capital have
shifted from landlord to renter and thus tipped the bal-
ance of power to the renter. In our opinion, we are in
the midst of a kind of delicate peace between landlords
and renters, but we can also find indications that this
harmony is beginning to crack. We would like to con-
clude by listing six issues and policy implications of
this research that we believe are most critical in terms
of U.S. agriculture and rural communities.

First, much of the apparent harmony between renters
and landlords is based on kinship and social linkages
between the two groups, as well as the previous farm
experience of some owners. As landownership passes
to new generations, these linkages and experiences may
well erode. As this happens, renters face the stress of
having less security as to their long-term horizons on
rented land while landlords face the prospect of de-
creased ability to influence what happens on their land.

Second, landlords are placing increasing emphasis
on the economic benefits of landownership, with social
and cultural functions receeding to secondary impor-
tance. A purely economic relationship enhances the in-
creased commodification of land and leads towards
landlord efforts towards minimizing their costs and
risks. We see this trend at work in the shift towards
higher rents and, especially, more cash leasing arrange-
ments.

Third, renters are in increasing competition with
each other to make maximum use of their production
capabilities. Although we are nowhere near a “land-
lords’ market," so to speak, there are indications that
expansion trends will continue and butt up against one
another. This situation may not only be divisive in
terms of the competition between farm operators, but
also it fairly well dooms new and younger farmers who
are not able to compete with established farmers in
terms of the rents they can offer to landlords.

Fourth, from the perspective of environmental pro-
tection, there is as yet inconclusive evidence about
farmers’ differential treatment of owned versus rented
ground (Lee 1983). However, it is also true that fixed
improvements to rented land, or changing practices that
might enhance environmental protection but reduce
productivity, require either landlord investments or ac-
ceptance of lower rents (Hinman et al. 1983). Land-
lords concerned about maintaining short-term profits,
however, may not especially worry about the long-term
benefits of such improvements. Renters, on their part,
are understandably hesitant to make improvements to
acres that revert to the landowner when a lease expires
or that might result in higher rental rates. The thrust for
environmental protection, in combination with the
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separation of ownership and managerial capital, is a
present and worsening problem in U.S. agriculture.

Fifth, the present situation requires reassessment of
existing and future government conservation programs.
For example, many U.S. conservation programs were
established during the period when landowners were in
control of managerial decisions. New policies and pro-
grams must recognize the new prominence of renters
in decision-making and give increasing responsibility
and incentives to renters. Further, educational and out-
reach programs that now exclusively address farm
operators must extend themselves to working with a
landlord constituency that is increasingly dispersed,
elderly, and uninformed.

Finally, as a society we must ask if we are satisfied
with the widening gulf between owners and renters. Is
this good for the land, for rural America, or for farm-
ers? Our own opinion is rather pessimistic. But we do
not believe the present situation is an inherent or im-
mutable creation of industrialization or a post-indu-
strial society; rather it is one of the more negative con-
sequences of industrialization in combination with our
particular cultural, economic, and social experience. As
such, there seem to be opportunities for change, but
only if take active and proactive roles.
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CHOVANI NEHOSPODARICICH VLASTNIKU PUDY:
PRIPAD JEDNE LOKALITY

THE BEHAVIOUR OF NON-FARMING LANDOWNERS: A CASE STUDY
OF ONE LOCALITY

H. Hudedkovi, M. Lostak

Czech University of Agriculture, Prague, Czech Republic

ABSTRACT: The development of modern (industrial) society leads to the separation of ownership (incl. the land ownership)
from the cultivation of the property which is now in the hands of special social strata. As for the land ownership, the issue
that is discussed concerns the fact that the land is less and less cultivated by its owners. The formation of two groups of
non-owners farming either minority or majority of rented land and non-farming landlords who rent their fields poses the
questions about motives of actions and strategies of these groups. This paper outlines some moments formed by the economic,
social and cultural factors which influence both groups in their relations to the land management and land cultivation. The
paper pursues the projection of generally known institutional frame (both formal and informal) into the ways of land
management. The paper also attempts to think over the factors influencing the decision-making of the landowners in the issue
of their land management. There is also asked one of the questions on the border between the sociology and institutional
economics how these strategies influence transactional costs related to land ownership and land cultivation from the point of
view of existing institutional frame in Czechia. The paper presents the results of the questionnaire survey which was
implemented in one out of the three rural communities included in empirical investigation of the project supported by the
Research Support Scheme of the OSI/HESP: Institutional Change in the Czech Agriculture: The Behaviour of Non-Farming
Private Landowners (grant No. 1208/1997). The paper briefly describes the community from the point of view of farming
considered as social and cultural phenomenon. The data for the description were found through other than questionnaire
survey techniques of sociological research — i.e. through documentary research, long-term field work and through non-stan-
dardized interviews. This part continues by the presentation of the questionnaire survey results. These results are structured
into three parts: (1) characterization of the landowners (who are they as social groups; development of their land ownership
incl. the heritage; who are they as renters and as the farmers/non-farmers); (2) motivation of land ownership; the reasons for
renting the land and the strategies related to renting the ficlds; (3) relations owner of the land-renter of the land. The results
are presented as preliminary findings because they do not include the comparison with the findings in two other localities of
the project. These localities differ from the one described in the paper because of the historical path and contemporary
conditions for farming. Nevertheless, the findings suggest to confirm the hypothesis about the gap between formal institutional
frame for land use and land ownership (this frame is created by the legislation and economic rationality that have their origin
in so-called macro-world) and the true behaviour of the non-farming landlords (this behaviour reflects the formal institutional
frame and modifies it on the basis of lived micro-world). This gap is evident: (a) in interchangeability of the meanings of
terms “land ownership* and “land use" (probably as the result of the restoration of the cultural pattern from the pre-collec-
tivistic period which was paradoxically supported through the collectivistic superiority of land use over land ownership), (b)
in the preference of non-economic reasons for owning the land (probably foreshadowing the economic benefits in the future),
and (c) in the fact that sounds a bit odd — the land owners trust the farm farming their fields although the farm does not cope
with the obligations signed in the contract about land rent.

Key words: non-farming landowners, land renters, social actions, transactional costs, institutions, questionnaire survey

ABSTRAKT: S rozvojem moderni (industridlni) spolecnosti dochézi vieobecné k oddélovéni vlastnictvi (véetné pidniho)
od opravdového spravovani majetku, které se &im dél, tim vice stdv4 doménou zvI4¥tni sociélni vrstvy. V pripadé pozemko-
vého vlastnictvi je piida relativné stile méné obhospodarovana t&€mi, kdo ji vlastni. V situaci, kdy se zformovaly dvé skupiny
— nevlastnici hospodafici (af uZ vét§inové nebo &4steéné) na pronajaté piidé a nehospodafici vlastnici (ktefi pudu pronajimaji)
— se objevuji otazky motivii jednéni a strategii obou t&chto skupin, pokud se tyce pidy. Clanek pfin4si vysledky dotaznikového
Setfeni v jedné ze tii obei, zahrnutych do empirického vyzkumu této problematiky. Seznamuje stru¢n€ s charakteristikou této
obce z hlediska zemédélského hospodareni jako sociokulturniho jevu (ddaje byly ziskévany dal3imi technikami sociologic-
kého vyzkumu — studiem dokumentii, pozorovénim a rozhovory), a poté s vysledky dotaznikového etfeni — charakteristikou
vlastnikd pidy, motivaci drzby pidy, diivody jejiho prondjmu a s tim spojenymi strategiemi, vztahy ndjemce s pronajimateli.
Vysledky nasvéd&uji predpokladu, Ze mezi formalnim institucionalnim ramcem pro vlastnictvi a uZivani pidy v Ceské repub-
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lice (tvofenym z4konnymi dpravami a majicim pivod v tzv. makrosvété) a skuteénym chovanim nehospodaficich vlastnikd
pudy (reflektujicim formélni instituciondlni rdmec a pfetvéfejicim ho na ziklad€ Zitého mikrosvéta) existuji znalné diskre-

pance.

Kli¢ovi slova: nehospodafici vlastnici piidy, ndjemci pidy, socidlni jednéni, transak&ni naklady, instituce, dotaznikové ¥etfeni

UvoD

V fijnu 1997 zadala &ty¥¢lenna skupina rurélnich so-
ciologii (Michal Lo$tak, Helena Hudetkova z CZU
v Praze a Sandy Rikoon, David O’Brien z University
of Missouri — Columbia, USA) feSit dvoulety vyzkum-
ny projekt ,Instituciondlni transformace v feském ze-
mé&dé€lstvi: Chovani nehospodaficich vlastniki pudy®,
podporovany mezindrodni instituci Open Society Insti-
tute/ Higher Education Support Program (smlouva RSS
No. 1208/1997).

Zakladni metodou feSeni tohoto vyzkumného pro-
jektu, ktery obsahuje rozsihlou empirickou ¢ast, je me-
toda srovnavaci. V prvni etap& prace (1997—1998, pre-
vain€ empirického a analytického charakteru)
srovndvame obecné vychodiska ramujici uZivani pudy
v Ceské republice (ddle CR) s tim, jak je nakladani
s pudou realizovdno konkrétnimi subjekty v konkrét-
nich mistech. Nebot ,,0dlid$tény* svét pravnich para-
graf, ekonomickych vypoctl, ekologicky spravnych
postupu, vzdy vychézejici z racionalnich principl (ve
smyslu racionality moderni védy) je v Zité realité kon-
frontovén s jinou racionalitou, pfip. neracionalitou jed-
néni aktérd, ktefi hraji hru s pidou a o pudu v ramci
svého kaZdodenniho Zivota. Svét formélnich instituci
se se svétem neformdlnich instituci zavadénych pii
znovuosvojovéni pudy nekryje, jen pfekryva. V druhé
etap& prace (1999, jiZ vice syntetizujici a teoretizujici)
pouZijeme srovnavaci metodu v mezinirodnim kontex-
tu CR a USA. Nebot, a& vytvéreni formélnich instituci,
tak samotni aktéfi (GCastnici se spravovani pidy) maji
v obou prostfedich jinou historii, Ceskd i americka spo-
leCnost jsou soucdstmi socidlniho lidského svéia, ktery
se globalizuje.

Hlavnim smyslem celé price je porovnat situaci
makrosvéta (nirodni a globalni spole¢nosti) s tim, jak
je tato situace vnimana, utvafena a pfetvafena na drov-
ni mikrosvéta (lokdlni drovni, mezi konkrétnimi jedna-
jicimi subjekty).

PRISTUP A VYCHODISKA

V ivodu byl naznacen hlavni cil a metoda feSeni
projektu. Konkretizujme je pro prvni etapu prace. Smé-
fovali jsme v ni k dosaZeni dvou cilu:

1. Ziskat zdkladni informace a popsat ramec formal-
nich (zékony, dal¥i ekonomicki a ekologicka pra-
vidla a opatfeni) a neformdlnich (tradice, zvyky, za-
Zité zkuSenosti a konkrétni Zité zpisoby v uplynulych
cca Sedesati letech) institucionalnich ramct definu-
jicich nakladani s pudou, v nichZ se pohybuji aktéfi.
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Na zikladé tohoto popisu lze vytvofit hypotézy oveé-

fované pln&€nim druhého cile.

2. Ziskat konkrétni informace o chovéni vlastnikd pi-
dy ve tfech vybranych lokalitich CR a porovnat je

s vytvofenymi hypotézami.

K dosaZeni prvniho cile byly studovany a konzulto-
vany pfisluiné zdkonné Gpravy (pfedeviim pravniho
a ekonomického charakteru) a situace vytvafeni trhu
s pudou, aby byl postiZzen formélni institucionalni ré-
mec. Pokud jde o neformélni instituce, vyuZili autofi
k sekundami analyze sociologickych praci dfivéjSich
i soudobych, jinych sociology i vlastni. K dosaZeni
druhého cile bylo pouZito vice styli empirického socio-
logického Setfeni a z toho vyplyvajicich konkrétnich
sociologickych technik. Hlavni diraz byl kladen na pfi-
mé 3etfeni ve tfech vybranych venkovskych lokalitich,
které jiz byly autorim znamy z jejich divéjSich zkou-
mani.

Nyni ziskdvané konkrétni empirické udaje byly
shromaZdovény pfedev§im dotazovacimi technikami —
nestandardizovanymi rozhovory s pfedstaviteli zemg-
délského hospodafeni a obecni samospravy (bylo pro-
vedeno celkem 18 rozhovori a jejich zaznamy jsou
uloZeny u autoru ¢lanku) a dotaznikovym Setfenim me-
zi vlastniky pidy (dotaznik byl vytvofen na zikladg
konzultaci s americkymi kolegy tak, aby ¢4st mohla byt
srovnavana s jejich Setfenim, provedenym v roce
1994). Podrobné tdaje o poltech dotazovanych zatim
neuvéadime, protoZe v dobé piipravy ¢lanku Setfeni ne-
bylo ukonc¢eno.

Pro fe3eni projektu je vychozi otazka korespondence
a diskrepance mezi dvéma vySe uvedenymi institu-
ciondlnimi rdmci pro nakladini s pidou — makrosvétem
formalnich instituci (pfedev§im zékonnych tprav) a lo-
kdlnimi mikrosvéty neformalizovanébo jednédni kon-
krétnich subjekti (které musi do makrosvéta zapadat,
ale miZe v ném mnohé aZ kuriéznim zpisobem upra-
vovat). Pravé tento Ghel pohledu, tj. souvztaZnost for-
malné idedlniho (a normativné vymezeného) s redlnym
(vymezenym Zitou realitou) odliSuje sociologii od ji-
nych disciplin, v jejichZ zdjmu je také sledovat feno-
mén nakladani s pidou. NaSim cilem je dokumentovat
a pokusit se vysvétlit ,,vzdalenost Zité a psané reality”.
Nejde jen o to, abychom obohatili sociologickou lite-
raturu, zjiSténi mohou mit i prakticky charakter. Poli-
tické pusobeni je tehdy dobré, kdyZ se pfibliZi Zadouci
k moZnému co nejvice, jestliZze tedy formalné existujici
instituciondlni rimec pro naklddani s pidou umozni co
nejlépe koexistovat jednak zajmim obou hlavnich ak-
téri této Cinnosti (vlastnikim a uZivatelim pudy),
a jednak rozlitnym lokdlnim podminkam, které jsou
bazi pro vytvéfeni trhu s padou.
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Neni-li této koexistence dosahovéno, rostou tzv.
transak¢ni naklady na provoz celého systému tvofené-
ho interakcemi mikrosvéti a makrosvéta (tj. podle Co-
ase niklady na sjedndvani, vyjednavini, monitorovani
a dodrZovéni pravidel hry, umoZiiujici fungovani obou
svéti jako elementl jednoho spolefenského systému).
A pferostou-li Ginosnou mez, cely systém se stane ne-
funk¢nim (napf. kdyZ na strané makrosvéta nejsou pra-
vidla dostate¢né definovana anebo na strané mikrosvéta
je dosaZeni pravidel nesmimé naro¢né a nédkladné).
Pfeneseno do naSeho problému — jako zdkladni otdzku
si poklddame, jak dalece vlastnici internalizovali za-
konni pravidla tykajici se vlastnictvi a uZivani pudy
a jak dalece jsou nachylni vytvafet vlastni pravidla hry,
ospravedInénd tim, Ze vychdzeji z jejich mikrosvéta
(resp. z jejich vlastni historie a Zité reality) a maji cil
sniZit ndklady, které jim pfinasi plné respektovani pra-
videl danych z Grovn& makrosvéta.

Tato obecni hypotéza o korespondenci a/nebo dis-
krepanci instituciondlnich ramcu, v jejichZ poli se po-
hybuji nehospodafici vlastnici pidy, v sob& skryva vice
dil&ich poloh, pro které usuzujeme spiSe na diskrepanci
neZ korespondenci:

a) Nerealizovatelnost instituce soukromého vlastnictvi
pudy pro zemé&d€lské hospodafeni v kolektivistic-
kém obdobi v CR zpiisobila, Ze nedochdzelo (jako
v zemich s nekolektivistickou historii socialistické-
ho typu) k pfirozené pidni koncentraci a rozruila
to, co je nazyvano vlastnickym poutem, vlastnickym
citem (tj. daleZity psychosocidlni & sociokulturni
element pro osvojeni pudy).

b) Cesky zpiisob reprivatizace pidy akcentoval konti-
nuitu dekolektiviza¢niho s pfedkolektivizacnim ob-
dobim pfi vytvafeni formdlniho instituciondlniho
rdmce pro nakladani s padou, se zaml¢enym pied-
pokladem, Ze nastolenim takového ramce dojde
k adekvatni zméné také v poli neformalnich institu-
ci.

¢) S rozvojem modemi, industridlni spoleCnosti sili
tendence, Ze puda je stile méné obhospodafovina
t&mi, ktefi ji vlastni. Tato druh4 etapa urbaniza¢niho
procesu nasleduje po prvni, kdy pida zacala ztracet
na svém socidlnim vyznamu zdkladniho statusotvor-
ného Cinitele ve venkovské komunité (zistava oce-
flovan jeji ekonomicky vyznam, resp. ekonomicky
pfinos z jejiho vlastnictvi).

d) Soutasni situace v CR viak nenasvédtuje tomu, Ze
by vlastnici ekonomicky pfinos zvlast vyzdvihovali.
Spile predpokladame, Ze, atkoliv si vlastnické pouto
k pudé neosvojili (ve smyslu, Ze vlastnit pidu zna-
mena umét o ni rozhodovat a odpovédné kontrolo-
vat nakladani s ni), kladou vé&tsi diraz v motivaci
jeji drzby na dfive jiz zminéné psychosocidlni (so-

ciokulturni) strnky. V tom se vak promita jist4 ra-
cionalita — nemaji-li pidu skute¢né& osvojenou, ne-
musi se o ni starat a pfitom se jim vratilo védomi,
Ze tato puda je jejich.

¢) To se promit do vztahii mezi nijemci a pronajima-
teli pady, které nesou silné dédictvi kolektivistické-
ho obdobi v CR. Vzory, na jejichZ pozadi se tyto
vztahy utvareji, se méni velmi pozvolna.

ANALYZA A DISKUSE

V dalSim textu uvadime prvni vysledky empirického
Setfeni o chovani nehospodaficich vlastnikd pady, resp.
vysledky ziskané analyzou dotaznikového 3etfeni
v jednom z vybranych objektd, v jedné lokalité na Ces-
komoravské vrchoving', kde hospodafi zemé&d&lské
druZstvo, naslednicky subjekt po jednom z hospodaf-
stvi byvalého stitniho statku, které operovalo pfed de-
kolektivizaci na katastrech péti obci, na vyméfe dosa-
hujici skoro 2 000 hektard pidy. DruZstvo dnes
hospodafi na katastru Etyf obci (resp. o Ctvrty se vede
spor), vyméra zahmuje zhruba 800 ha, av§ak zmensi se
o skoro 150 ha, o néZ ma zdjem jiné druZstvo, vice
prosperujici. Zatnéme velmi stru¢nou charakteristikou
této lokality, resp. jejich rysd podstatnych z hlediska
zem&dé&lského hospodafeni jako sociokulturniho jevu.

Nesnadnost hospodafeni v této lokalité dobfe sym-
bolizuje nédzev jiné vesnice, proslavené Ceskymi malifi
— Kamenicky. Neni to kraj drodny, patfi do bramboraf-
ské vyrobni zemé&délské oblasti. Zemé&délstvi se zde tra-
di¢n& dotykalo naprosté vétSiny rodin. Kdyz byly velmi
skromné, uZivilo je pét, Sest hektari pidy. A vétSina
zdejich rodin ani tolik pudy neméla. Svou obZivu ob-
stardvala kombinovénim femeslné prace (pozdé&ji prace
v prumyslu) se zeméd€lstvim. Sedldky zde byli nazy-
véni ti, ktefi vlastnili osm a vice hektari pudy. Obec
byla pfevazné domkarska a jeji socidlni struktura neby-
la vyrazn&ji socidln¢ diferencovana. Cely zdejsi kraj je
historicky povaZovin za typicky ¢esky a chudy, s oby-
vatelstvem vyrazné naboZensky orientovanym, pfevéaz-
né& katolickym, ale téZ s nezanedbatelnou evangelickou
komunitou.

Nenajdeme zde vyraznéjsi zmé&nu v pozemkové drZ-
b& (kromé& d&leni gruntd v 19. stoleti) a ani urbanizace
(zasahujici obec nepfimo, prostfednictvim rastu pri-
myslu v blizkém malém mést&, kam zprvu dochézi,
pozdé&ji dojizdi fada Ziviteld mistnich rodin) nezasihla
do socidlni strukturace obce nikterak vyrazné. Srovna-
vame-li jeji vyvoj s vyvojem jinych venkovskych loka-
litz, usuzujeme, Ze Zadna ze zmén, duleZitych pro ze-
médélské hospodafeni v Ceskych zemich ve dvacitém
stoleti (pozemkova reforma, svétové valky, kolektivi-
zace a dekolektivizace) zde neprobihala pfili§ razantng.

1Rozeslali jsme (pFip. rozdali) dotazniky vSem pronajimatelim pidy mistnimu druZstvu (kromé pripadd dmrti ‘(‘:i pf'ex:\:mcqi
kontakti s druZstvem z jiného diivodu a spornych pFipadi, coZ se tyké katastru celé jedné obce) a t€Z t€m, ktefi v obci pronajimaji

pudu nékomu jinému neZ tomuto druZstvu.

2Zde méme na mysli nejen srovnani s dal$imi dvéma lokalitami, zahrnutymi do tohoto vyzkumu, ale s fadou dal¥ich pfipadd,
studovanych autory &lanku pfi fe¥eni jinych vyzkumnych projekti od roku 1990.
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O kolektivizaci se d4 fici, Ze ve své prvni fazi méla
pon&kud kuriézni pribéh (na podzim v roce 1952 bylo
zalozeno JZD, které nikdy nezahéjilo spolenou €in-
nost, nebot piidtiho jara zemé&delci akt zaloZeni neres-
pektovali a ,rozjeli se pracovat kaZdy na své pole”)
a nikdy se tu nepovedla (druistvo zaloZené pozdéji,
v roce 1957, pracovalo Spatné, takZe v roce 1965 pre-
vzal hospodareni stitni statek, do kterého bylo pfipoje-
no vice druZstev blizkého okoli). RovnéZ tak zdejsi
dekolektivizace ma rozpaCitou podobu (privatiza¢ni
projekt statniho statku z roku 1992 obsahoval jen pri-
vatizaci provozii bez pidy, druZstvo vlastniki pudy by-
lo zaloZeno aZ k 1. 4. 1993). Dnesni stav druZstva je
neradostny. Po dvou letech ,Ziti z podstaty” vykaze
druzstvo jiZ po Ctvrty rok ztritu. Pfevlidi minéni, ne-
zfeteln€ vyslovované, spise potvrzované miCenim &i kr-
¢enim rameny, Ze likvidace je docela dobfe moZna.
Rik4 se tu, Ze ,lidé pry dosud nepochopili, Ze se o sviij
majetek musi postarat, nadavaji, lecos si uvédomuyji, ale
v celku situace se neorientuji“. Jejich chovani se da
metaforicky pfirovnat k my$i pobihajici z kouta do
kouta v uzavfené mistnosti. Osobnosti, které by doka-
zaly probudit aktivitu a soustiedit kolem sebe vét3i sku-
pinu aktérd, se tu nenachazeji. Reditel, povéfeny pred-
stavenstvem druZstva k odbornému vedeni, nabyl
dichodového véku, ma zazadano o dichod, ale nastup-
ce, kterého by zapracoval, nemi (pozn.: jde o skute¢-
nost podzimu 1998).

V tomto prostfedi voli své strategie jednani vlastnici
pudy, ktefi se na ni nerozhodli hospodafit po vydani
byvalym statkem’. Rozhodnuti hospodafit na veSkeré
své pud€ neucinil v obci nikdo z restituentd pudy. Jak
dale uvidime, strategie vlastniho hospodafeni nepiesa-
huji v naprosté v&t§iné samozasobitelské aktivity.
V obci v8ak éru kolektivniho hospodafeni “pfeZili" tfi
soukromi hospodafi. Pro jednoho z nich neni dekolek-
tivizace zmé&nou z hlediska rozméru vlastniho hospoda-
feni, nebot své hospodafstvi ani neroz§ifil, ani nezmen-
§il a udrZuje je od nabyti duchodového véku (1985)
v rozméru, ve kterém je schopen ovladnout je s rodin-
nou pomoci. Je mu 74 let. Pro dalsi rodinné hospodaf-
stvi také dekolektivizacni zména neznamen4 roz§ifeni
vlastniho hospodafeni, nybrZ svobodnou volbu nalozit
s pidou podle vlastniho uvédZeni a vyb&ru, jak sami fi-
kaji dva bratfi (mlad$imu je 76 let), majitelé tohoto
hospodéfstvi. Hlavng faktor véku ovlivnil jejich strate-
gii dale nehospodafit a svou pudu svéfil tfetimu z mist-
nich rodinnych hospodafstvi, které se v rimci dekolek-
tivizatniho procesu rozsifilo. Oviem neni zde
vyjasnéné néslednictvi a perspektiva hospodafstvi tu-
diz zdstava otizkou.

Tomuto tfetimu hospodafi pronajali padu dva res-
pondenti naSeho souboru (tj. 2,9 %). Dalsi i (4.
4,3 %) nemaji véSinu vlastnéné pidy v prondjmu

u mistniho druZstva. Potom 92,8 % souboru tvofi ti,
ktefi vétSinu osobn& vlastnéné pidy pronajali pravé
mistnimu druzstve®. Pro 55,1 % respondenti plati sho-
da jejich bydlist&€ s mistem pisobeni druZstva. Vzdale-
nost mezi témito dvéma misty do 10 km plati pro dal-
§ich 20 %, do 20 km pak pro 5,7 % respondenti. Tuto
vzdilenost bydli¥t€ od podniku, ktery piidu obhospoda-
fuje, muZeme jeSté povaZovat za takovou, Ze vlastnici
mohou nakladédni se svou pudou kontrolovat, vezme-
me-li v Gvahu moZnosti dané kaZdodennim Zivotem.
Zmiiiujeme se 0 tom proto, Ze nis déle také zajim4,
jestli maji pronajimatelé pfehled o naklad4ni podniku
s jejich pudou. Vedeni druZstva totiz vyjadfilo, Ze je
jen mélo t&h, ktefi takovou starost projevuji. Vzdile-
nost mezi mistem bydli§t€ a pisobenim podniku pfesa-
hujici 20 km plati tedy pro asi &tvrtinu respondentu,
pfitom skoro celd jejich polovina (tj. z této tvrtiny)
bydli vice neZ 50 km daleko od mista pisobnosti druz-
stva.

Vyjmeme-li ze souboru pfipady, kde tzv. ,vétSino-
vym nijemcem" neni mistni zemé&d&lské druzstvo (je to
pét dfive uvedenych pfipadu), nedosahuje primérna
vyméra pronajimané pudy druZstvu 5 hektard, pfi¢emZ
zhruba po 15-20 % tvofi skupiny respondenti, prona-
jimajici pudu do vyméry 1, 2, 3 a 4 hektary, a s dal§im
ristem vyméry se jejich poCet vyrazné sniZuje tak, Ze
do 5 a 6 hektary pidy pronajima vidy 6 respondenti
a vice (tj. 7-15 ha) jen dva respondenti.

Charakteristika vlastnik pidy v lokalité

Tuto charakteristiku pojednime z vice Ghla pohledu
— jako osob, jako dédici a vlastniki, jako pronajimate-
It a jako hospodafi na vlastni pudé.

A) Osobni charakteristika vlastnikt

Skoro ze dvou tfetin (63,2 %) jsou vlastniky muZi.
Pramérny v&k respondenti je 61,6 let, pfiCemZ nej-
mladsi je 33lety a nejstarSimu je 80 let. NejCetnéjsi
skupinou jsou 66leti a 77leti. Podle vlastniho oznaceni
bydli vice neZz dvé tfetiny respondenti ve vesnicich
(69,6 %) a necel4 tfetina ve mé&stech. At jde o vesnice
¢i mésta, jde vidy o ,malou” dimenzi obou té€chto si-
delnich tvard — v malych vesnicich (do 500 obyvatel)
bydli 85 % venkovani a v malych méstech (do 15 000
obyvatel) vice neZ tfi ¢tvrtiny (77 %) méStand. VESinu
tvofi Zenati a vdané (71 %), po nich nasleduji vdovci
a vdovy (18,8 %) a dile ojedinéli rozvedeni &i svobod-
ni. Proporéné jsou v souboru zastoupeny osoby se za-
kladnim vzdélanim, vyufenim a vy$8im vzdélanim
(pfisludné 33,3 %, 37,7 % a 28,9 %), pfiCemz ve tfeti
jmenované skupiné pfevaZzuji stfedoSkoldci nad vyso-
koSkoliky v pomé&ru 2 : 1. Vzhledem k vysokému pri-
mérnému vEku tvofi vétSinu souboru dichodci

3Puda byla vyddvéna na zdkladg Z4dosti, formulované podle interniho dokumentu ,,Vyzva k vydani véci podle ustanoveni § 6",

a vedeni statku nedé&lalo s vydavéanim pidy pritahy.

4V nasledujici analyze nebudeme hyfit &isly, ale zachycovat proporce. V jednotlivych otdzkéch se poéty respondenti nepatrné
méni podle toho, kolik respondentii nezodpovédelo prisluné otazky — celkové N souboru je 69.
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(63,8 %, v naprosté vét3iné starobni), za nimi nasleduji
zamé&stnanci v primyslu (13 %), podnikatelé mimo ze-
méd&lstvi a zamé&stnanci ve sluzbich (po 7,2 %) a te-
prve na poslednim misté to jsou zemédé&lci-zaméstnanci
(2,9 %). K nim muZeme pfiist dal§i dva pfipady za-
méstnévajici se zemé&d&lstvim v kombinaci s jinou &in-
nosti ¢i dichodem (potom by $lo o 5,8 %, coZ na uve-
deném pofadi nic neméni) a zbytek tvofi dal¥i dva
ptipady ,jingch“ zam&stnani (2,9 %).

B) Charakteristika vlastnicko-dédicka

Respondenti vlastni v pruméru 5,2 hektard pudy.
Nejmensi vlastnéna vyméra €ini 0,3 ha a nejv&ti 26 ha
(av3ak tento vlastnik nemé véSinu pudy v pronajmu
u mistniho druZstva, toto druZstvo pro n&j neni ,,v&ti-
novym ndjemcem"). Stfedni hodnota €ini 4 ha. Struk-
tura vlastnéné pidy mé nejéast&ji podobu: pole + louky
(50 %), jen pole anebo pole + louky + les (pfisluiné
16,2 % a 20,6 %). Puda vlastniku se témé&f v 60 % pfi-
padu naléza pfimo v misté, kde respondent bydli, ve
Ctvrting pfipadu ve vzdalenosti do 20 km a v necelych
20 % ve vzdalenosti v&tsi neZ 20 km. Jen ve dvou pfi-
padech jde o kombinaci dvou z uvedenych tfi distanci
mezi mistem pudy a bydlistém dotazovanych. Sefadi-
me-li poty respondentid podle velikosti vlastn&né pu-
dy, na prvnim misté se ocitnou vlastnici 5 ha (8,8 %),
nasleduji vlastnici 4 a 2,5 ha (po 5,9 %) a dile ti, ktefi
vlastni 2 ha, 2,3 ha, 3 ha, 6 ha a 7 ha (vZdy po 4,4 %).
Jen 6 vlastniki ma 10 a vice hektaru pudy. JiZ tyto
tdaje potvrzuji hypotézu o vztahu mezi nerealizovatel-
nosti vlastnictvi a koncentraci pady v CR.

Pro vice neZ polovinu souboru je typické, Ze pudu
ziskala do vlastnictvi aZ v dekolektivizacnim obdobi
(55,6 %). Za ,staré” jsme oznafili ty vlastniky, ktefi
pudu ziskali jiZ pfed kolektivizaci, coZ znamena pred
rokem 1957. Takovych je v souboru 14,3 %. Znamena
to pak, Ze skoro tfetina respondentd oznacila, Ze pidu
ziskala v obdobi kolektivizace, coZ vypovidi o rozliSo-
véni pojmu ,vlastnictvi® a ,,uZivani®.

Nejcastéji to byli rodi¢e (vlastni ¢i manZelského
partnera), od kterych dotizani pidu ziskali (84,4 %).
V druhém pofadi odpovidaji, Ze to byl stat (20,3 %) —
zde poprvé nardZime na zamétiovani ¢i nestejné chapa-
ni pojmu ,vlastnictvi“ a ,uzivani“. Ojedinéle to byli
jini, po nichZ byla puda dé€déna (i jinak do vlastnictvi
pfedana) — sourozenci, jiné pfibuzné osoby (v obou
pfipadech vlastni ¢i manZelského partnera) a osoby ne-
pfibuzné. V deseti pfipadech jde o pfedani pudy vice
nez jednou osobou.

C) Charakteristika pronajimatele

Zatimco stfedni hodnota vlastn&né pudy ¢inila 4 ha,
u pronajimané pidy dosahuje 3,5 ha. NejCastéji jsou
pronajimény 4 ha (16,2 %), déle 2 ha (8,8 %), 3 haa 5 ha
(po 7,4 %). Jen i vlastnici pronajimaji vice nez 10 ha
pudy (4,5 %).

Jen u Zesti pfipadi se vyskytuje souasny prondjem
vice hospodaficim subjektim, pfi¢emZ (jak bylo vyse
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uvedeno) ve tfech pfipadech to neni druZstvo ve sledo-
vané obci, které by bylo ,,véSinovym nijemcem®.
D) Charakteristika zem&d&lského hospodare

Jen polovina z respondenti na ¢4sti své pudy pracu-
je. Nejcastéji to je jen na 0,5 ha pady. Pram&rn4 vymg-
ra pudy, obhospodafované ,vlastnima rukama“, ¢ini
0,8 ha. VE&&i rozmér vlastniho hospodafeni (nad 2 aZ
7,5 ha pudy) nachazime u 11 respondentt (16,4 %).

44,1 % respondenti ziskalo vlastni zkuSenost s hos-
podafenim jiZ pfed kolektivizaci. V dob& kolektivizace
pak Sestina respondenti hospodafila na svych poze-
mcich soukromé& po dobu deset a vice let z tohoto ob-
dobi (coZ povaZujeme za vyznamné z hlediska ziskané
zkuSenosti) a pro necelou ¢tvrtinu dotdzanych plati, Ze
pracovali v kolektivizovaném zeméd€lském podniku,
ktery uzival jejich pudu.

Vice neZ polovina respondenti (58,5 %) obhospoda-
fovala v dob& kolektivizace zahumenek, pfi¢emZ vétsi-
nové (dvoutfetinové) neslo jen o chvilkové vénovini se
této ¢innosti, ale o podstatnou dobu z hlediska trvani
kolektivistického obdobi.

V pokolektivizatnim obdobi se k vlastnimu hospo-
dafeni (jak to sami uvadégji) odhodlali jen Ctyfi respon-
denti a uvadéji vyméry od 1 do 5 hektary, pfiemzZ se
zvySujici se uvadénou vymérou se zapojuji do hospo-
dafeni i dal3i ¢lenové rodiny. Pfipojme, Ze mezi témito
pfipady je zahrnut jeden z t&ch, ktery toto hospodafeni
provozoval i v obdobi kolektivistickém. Pro ty ,,nové"
soukromé hospodafe neni tato ¢innost hlavnim zdrojem
obZivy, kombinuji ji s jingm zamé&stnanim &i ducho-
dem.

Tradice zemé&d&lského hospodateni v rodin€ z doby
pfedkolektivistické plati pro 91,3 % dotdzanych. Av3ak
samotni respondenti se na tomto rodinném hospodateni
podileli jen z men$i poloviny (ze 46,7 %). Z hlediska
nami sledovaného problému je zajimava odpovéd na
otdzku, co se délo s pudou, kterou rodina vlastnila
a nepracovala na ni, nebot v tomto kraji to bylo velmi
necobvyklé. Takovych pfipada je celkem 6 (8,7 %) —
zpola jde o obd&lavani pozemku jinymi zemé&d€lci
a zpola o nevénovani péde témto pozemkim.

V dob& kolektivistické plati pro dvé tfetiny rodin
respondentu, Ze pfedaly pudu do uZivani druZstva ihned
po kolektivizaénim aktu (65,7 %), 14,9 % rodin vzdo-
rovalo kolektivizaci po celou dobu pusobeni druZstva
a jeXt& po pfebrini hospodafeni stitnim statkem (tj. do
roku 1966 véetné) a 16,4 % tvofi pfipady rodin, vzdo-
rujicich déle (tj. nejméné deset let). Do celku nemohli
byt zapo&itani ti, ktefi neuvedli pocet let, po ktery v do-
b& kolektivizace jejich rodina jeSt€ hospodafila soukro-
mé.

Nikdo z nejblizsi rodiny (z generace pfedchazejici
respondenta, jeho soucasniki a nisledniki) nepracoval
v socialistickém podniku (uZivajicim jejich pidu) v ce-
lych 42 % pripadd. Presto je ucast rodinného pfisludni-
ka (vyrazng Cast&ji v generaci pfedchézejici neZ sou-
Casné a nisledné) na praci v socializovaném
zem&d&lstvi vyznamng vy3¥i neZ ulast vlastni (pfislus-
né 58 % oproti 23,2 %).
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nim obdobi. Zatimco &tyfi respondenti povaZuji vlastni
hospodafeni na &4sti op&t pfevzaté pidy za ,.soukromé
hospodafeni®, jen v jednom pfipadé se to tyka i nejbliz-
§i rodiny respondenta (rodi¢u, déti ¢i sourozencu).

Motivace drZby piidy, diivody jejiho pronéjmu a s tim
spojené strategie

Dal$im blokem dotazovéani byly divody, pro¢ res-
pondenti pidu jednak drZi a jednak pronajimaji urCité-
mu nijemci (v&etn& piedstavy o pokracovéani nastole-
ného nijemniho vztahu). U obou druhi divodu byly
n&které nabidnuty, ale zédroveil byla ponechdna moz-
nost piipisovat dalfi. U divodua drZzby pudy byla pomo-
ci Ctyfstupiiové $kdly méfena ,sila ovlivnéni® od ,nu-
lového* aZ po ,,velmi silné®.

Sledujme zprvu vysledky tykajici se diivodi drZeni
pidy. Bylo to 21 respondenti, ktefi vyuZili moZnost
uvést vlastni, nimi nenabizeny divod, ktery zpravidla
siln€ ovliviiuje jejich rozhodnuti drZet pidu ve vlast-
nictvi. Tyto ,jiné* diavody (jak ukazuje tab. I) tudiZ
ziskaly prvenstvi v sile ovlivnéni. Proto naznaime
i jejich obsah — ucta k rodové piebiranému dédictvi
a chut obnovit tuto instituci po pfedchozim dGtlumu, vy-
jadfeni vile nakladat svobodné s tim, co je ,,nase”, vy-
jadfeni ekologického védomi ve smyslu pé&stovat si
vlastni zdravé potraviny a ochraiiovat pfirodu kontro-
lou uZivéni vlastnich pozemku (,roste na nich levny
chleba a to je tfeba chranit“), nadgje na budouci zhod-
noceni pidy. Prvni dva z uvedenych divodi maji cha-
rakter psychosocidlni (sociokulturni), dal¥i akcentuje
ekologicky rozmér zemé&dé€lského hospodafeni a pos-
ledni ekonomicky aspekt v ir§im slova smyslu. Nutno
pfipojit, Ze néktefi z respondenty pfipisovali vyjadfeni,
kterd, vice neZ oduvodiiuji drzbu pidy vysvétluji ¢i
omlouvaji, pro¢ tato drzba neni doprovédzena vlastni
praci na ni (napf. ,,chybi mechanizace, budovy*, ,po-
zemky leZi v intravildnu®, ,jsem uZ stary*).

Pofadi sledovanych divodu drzby pidy v souboru
vlastnikd v dané lokalité vypovida o pfevaze téch du-
vodu, které jsme nazvali psychosocidlnimi ¢i sociokul-
turnimi a li¥i se od duavodi ekonomického charakteru
svou povahou. Ekonomické chovani je povaZovano za
chovéni typicky raciondlni, charakteristické pro jednani
v moderni spoleCnosti. MiZeme pak uvaZovat, Ze du-
vody, majici oproti vzoru ekonomického chovéni vice
emociondlni neZ racionalni jadro, byly vybirany jako
vyjadfeni nesouhlasu s kolektivistickym uspofadanim
a pozdé&ji nad nimi pfevladnou davody s jadrem racio-
ndlnim, které budou tfibit chut podrZet si pudu i se ji
zbavit. Jinou dvahou muZe byt, Ze niZ8i orientace na
ekonomicky vedené postoje souvisi s mistnimi pod-
minkami historickymi i soudobymi (chudost kraje, jak
jsme uvedli v dvodni charakteristice lokality a neutéSe-
na ekonomicka situace mistniho zem&délstvi, na niz

jsme taktéZ ve struénosti upozornili). Odporovalo by
pak ,,zdravému rozumu®, aby v takovém prostfedi lidé
akcentovali pfipadné ekonomické zisky. Oviem pak uZ
nelze povazZovat vysledny obraz divodu drzby pudy
jako zbaveny raciondlnich ivah, nebot (jak vyplyva
z dal$ich Casti dotazovini, zaméfenych ke vztahim me-
zi nijemci a pronajimateli) je lépe pudu drZet do té
doby, dokud se o ni n&kdo jiny (v tomto pfipad€ mistni
druZstvo) postara.

Dile se zaméfme na vysledky, tykajici se divodi
prondjmu pudy jejich soutasnému nijemci, a to v &ase,
kdy byla tato volba provadéna (1993) a piipadnd jeji
korekce v roce 1998. I zde bylo nabizeno celkem deset
davodi a volné misto bylo rezervovéano pro vyjadieni
t&ch divody, které nabidka neobsahovala. Vysledky
ukazuji na nésledujici pofadi divodi prondjmu (E4sti)
vlastnéné pidy jejich souasnému najemci:

Absolutni  Relativni

vyskyt vyskyt
1. Nemohl/a se starat o svou piidu 40 58,0
2. Nechtél/a piidu prodat 15 21,7
3. Nem@&l/a konkrétni pfedstavu, jak s pi- 14 20,3
dou naloZit a pronajal/a ji zemédélskému
podniku, ktery ho/ji oslovil
4. Nev&dél/a o jiné moZnosti, jak s pidou 12 17,4
naloZit
5. Jiné (,druZstvo ji pfevzalo®, , piest&hové- 6 8,7
ni, ,pfani, aby pida byla obhospodafo-
vana", ,jiz neflo sém zadit a pfitom
zachovat pudu v rodin&*)
6. Pfedpoklddal/a moZnost pfilepdit si 5 7.2
k pfijmim
7. Rozhodl/a se tak po konzultaci s odborni- 2 2,9
ky
8. Pfedpoklddal/a moZnost ziskat dostated- 1 1,4

ny zdroj pfijmi bez nutnosti byt nadéle
zévisly/a na jinych zdrojich

Pozn.: Souet neni 100 %, nebol bylo povoleno vice voleb.

Jako voln& zodpovéditelna otazka nésledovala moz-
nost korekce téchto davodu (resp. pfifazeni nového) po
pétileté zku3enosti. Odpovéd nallo jen 9,6% respon-
denti — nyni by spiSe hledali moZnost prondjmu sou-
kromému zemé&dé€lci (fyzické osob&) a v podtextu lze
twsit, Ze ,,snad by to bylo lepsi, ale neni vybér a situace
je zla* (ona situace byla jednou vyjadfena pfimo jako
,hrozny bordel na ministerstvu®).

A jaké jsou strategie pronajiméni pudy do budouc-
na? Jen 15,4 % respondentd uvazuje o zméné& nijemce
v horizontu 1-3 let. Dalsi 4,6 % uvadéji pétilety a 3 %
desetilety horizont. VétSina respondentd v3ak o zméné
neuvazuje (52,3 %) a dalSi vétsi ¢ast (24,6 %) uvazuje
tak, Ze pudu ponecha souCasnému uZivateli, pokud on
ji bude chtit obd€lavat. Celkem 40 respondenti (tj.
58 % ze viech) se zabyvalo pfedstavou zmé&nit spravu
pudy, avSak 17 z nich (42,5 %) pfiznalo, Ze nevédi,
jak. Dal8ich 20 % vyjadtilo odpovéd pfanim, aby sou-

5 Abychom ziskali validn&jsi odpovédi, predeslali jsme, Ze otdzka je uréena (€m, ktefi chtéji do (i let ndjemce zménit, ale odpovidali

nani i jini.
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1. Diivody, které vedou respondenty k drzb& piidy — The reasons why the owners keep the land

Pofadi podle ,sily* ovlivn¥ni ditvo-
dem

Obsah diivodu

Provedeni extrémni volby

1. prim&rn4 sila ovlivn&ni = 2,52
(tj. velké aZ stfedni)

2. prim&rné sila ovlivn&ni = 2,17
(stfedni) ha

.Jjiné* — obsah viz v textu

»M4am fadu vzpominek na misto, kde se mé

velmi vysoky vliv pro 23,8 %
volbu provedlo 21 respondentii

velmi vysoky vliv pro 21,9 %

ictvi pro mé 24dny vliv pro 15,6 %

3. primé&rn4 sila ovlivn&ni = 1,91
(spiSe stfedni)

4. prim&ma4 sila ovlivnni = 1,84

p y ji a jejich vl
znamend silné pouto s timto mistem"

»Rad/a bych udrZel/a pidu v roding"

volbu provedlo 64 respondent

velmi vysoky vliv pro 16,7 %
Zadny vliv pro 18,2 %
volbu provedlo 66 respondentil

wPlida pro m¢ v dne¥ni
(spise stfedni)

5. prim&rna sila ovlivn&ni = 1,27
(spi¥e mald) hospodafenim™

6. primé&rn4 sila ovlivn&ni = 1,17
(mal4)

7. praim&rna sila ovlivn&ni = 0,77
(mald)

chyb&ly*

8. primé&rné sila ovlivnéni = 0,39

(spi¥e %4adn4) dobry zdroj p¥ijmi*

pietechni ém svE
znamené silné pouto s pfirodou*

»Réd/a bych si udrZel/a spojeni se zem&d&lskym

wPredpokladam, Ze hodnota pidy do budoucna
poroste, takZe to miiZe byt dobréa investice*

. Vlastnictvi pidy znamen4 urgitou jistotu ve vztahu
k moZnosti, jak ziskat v&¥i mnoZstvi pendz,
kdybych je nutn& potfeboval/a a zrovna by mi

wVlastnictvi plidy pfedstavuje v soutasné dob&

velmi vysoky vliv pro 9.4 %
Zadny vliv pro 20,3 %
volbu provedlo 64 respondenti

velmi vysoky vliv pro 4,8 %
Zadny vliv pro 36,5 %
volbu provedlo 63 respondenti

velmi vysoky vliv pro 3,1 %
Zadny vliv pro 44,4 %
volbu provedlo 64 respondent

velmi vysoky vliv pro 0,0 %
Z4dny vliv pro 50,0 %
volbu provedlo 62 respondentii

velmi vysoky vliv pro 0,0 %
Zadny vliv pro 68,8 %
volbu provedlo 64 respondenti

Ranking according to the extent of in-
fluence by a reason

The reason and its content

The extreme choices on the scale

1. average influence = 2.52 (i.e. great
or middle)

2. average influence = 2.17 (middle)

w

. average influence = 1.91 (rather
middle)

&

average influence = 1.84 (rather
middle)
devices."

w

. average influence = 1.27 (rather

low) farming.*

o

average influence = 1.17 (low)
future.”

N

average influence = 0.77 (low)

o

average influence = 0.39

(rather no influence) income now.*

"others" — for their content see the text

"I have many memories associated with the area
where my land is located and owning the land keeps
me in touch with this area.*

"I want to keep the land in the family."

“The land means for me strong ties with the nature
in contemporary world which is full of technical

“I want to keep some personal contacts with

“I assume the value of the land will increase in the

“The landownership means the certainty related to
the possibility how to get a greater amount of
money if [ would need it and I would lack it."

“The land ownership provides a good source of

very high influence for 28.8%
chosen by 21 respondents

very high influence for 21.9%
no influence for 15.6%
chosen by 64 respondents

very high influence for 16.7%
no influence for 18.2%
chosen by 66 respondents

very high influence for 9.4%
no influence for 20.3%
chosen by 64 respondents

very high influence for 4.8%
no influence for 36.5%
chosen by 63 respondents

therefore it could be a good
investment.*

very high influence for 0.0%
no influence for 50.0%
chosen by 62 respondents

very high influence for 0.0%
no influence for 68.8%
chosen by 64 respondents

pudy, av8ak 17 z nich (42,5 %) pfiznalo, Ze nevédi,
jak. DalSich 20 % vyjadfilo odpov&d pfanim, aby sou-
Casny nijemce zlep§il podminky nijemniho vztahu
(podminky smlouvy a/anebo jednéni s pronajimatelem)
a oni pak budou chtit v tomto vztahu pokradovat. Na
druhé strané stejné velkd skupina je rozhodnuta pro
jiného néjemce. Dal3i uvazuji (8,5 %), Ze se 0 svou
pudu postaraji sami. Jen ojedinéle se vyskytuji rozhod-
nuti pidu prodat &i darovat.

ZEMEDELSKA EKONOMIKA, 45, 1999 (1): 15-25

Vztah nijemce — pronajimatel

Zemédélské druzstvo operuje ve stejné lokalité
(i kdyZ na mensi vyméfe), se stejnou vyrobni strategii
a se zmen¥enym poctem pracovniku (ne viak z velké
Casti vyménénymi) ve srovnini s byvalym hospodaf-
stvim statniho statku. Jak jiZ bylo uvedeno, vznik byl
doprovézen vice rozpacitosti neZ aktivitou. Je otdzkou,
zda majitelé pudy tento subjekt povaZuji za nastupnic-
ky po byvalém statku a nastoleni najemniho vztahu spi-
e za automatické. Vysledky nasvéd¢uji tomu, Ze to tak
je. Pouze jeden respondent ze souboru svou pidu zprvu
pronajal nékomu jinému, a teprve pozdé&ji druZstvu,

21



neni nistupnickym subjektem byvalého statniho statku.
O jisté neorientovanosti sv&éd&i vysledky, Ze respon-
denti uvadgji rizné roky pfevodu pozemki ze statku do
druZstva (v rozmezi &tyf let). Jen 26,1 % odliduje v de-
kolektivizatnim procesu dobu, kdy pozemky jeSté uZi-
val statek od doby, kdy na nich zac¢alo hospodafit druz-
stvo.

Jen dva z respondenty se na ¢innosti druZstva podi-
leji pracovné, jeden z nich v drovni nejvy3Siho vedeni.
A pouze jeden z dal¥ich respondenti oznacil své ¢len-
stvi v druZstvu. Méme za to, Ze vice z respondenti své
Clenské zapojeni neuvedli, jsouce pii tom vedeni dfi-
v&j8im nerozli§ovanim pracovniho od &lenského vzta-
hu. Domnivime se také, Ze t&sn&j$i vztah (to je lensky
nebo pracovni oproti pouze nijemnimu vztahu) nehral
roli pro mouvam zodpovédét dotaznik (spife moZnd
naopak)

Nad olekavani rozli€né jsme ziskali ddaje, pokud
jde o smluvni vztahy mezi druZstvem — nijemcem
a vlastnikem, pronajimajicim pidu. Napf. se vyskytly
pfipady (5,7 % v souboru) vypovidajici, Ze nemaji
s druZstvem podepsanou nijemni smlouvu, ackoli ad-
resy pronajimateld pochézeji ze seznamu vytvofeného
na béazi ¢isla ndjemnich smluv. 8,7 % respondentl uva-
di jako dohodnuty zplsob nijmu naturilie, zatimco
v 56,5 % piipadu je uvadén ndjem pen€Znia v 7,2 %
nijem kombinovany, pfitemZ vice neZ tvrtina respon-
dentu na tuto otdzku neodpovédéla. Vysvétleni muZe-
me hledat jednak ve faktu nepln&ni dohodnutého zpu-
sobu n4jmu (coZ druZstvo pfiznava) a jednak ve faktu
existujicich dohod o vzdini se dhrady nijemného, jak
o tom sv&dCi Cetné piipojené poznamky. Jistou roli pak
hraje i skute€nost, Ze vzhledem k situaci druZstva se
ob& strany dohodnou (mimo psanou smlouvu), Ze ,,né-
co druZstvo poskytne, jindy neposkytne, jak to jde“.
Formalizovany pravni rimec se zhusta nekryje s nefor-
malizovanou institucionalizaci najemnich vztahi. Dost
chyb se z téhoZ diuvodu vyskytlo také v odpovédi tyka-
jici se vySe nijemného (penéZniho). Jen tfetina respon-

II. Hodnoceni n&jemnich vztahli — The evaluation of leasing relations

dentii uvedla spravny daj. Rovn&Z tak odpovédi o dani
z pozemki, kterou druZstvo za pronajimatele plati,
svéd¢i o vysoké mife neznalosti — celé &tyfi ptiny
respondenti nevédi, jak vysok4 je dati z hektaru jimi
pronajimané pidy a z tech, ktefi tuto Castku uvedli,
jsou jen tfi &tvrtiny odpové&di spravné (resp. je uvedena
pfibliZzn& spravni &istka). Znamend to pak, Ze pouze
11,8 % ze v3ech respondenti se v otdzce dan€ orientu-
je. NemiZeme tudiZ potvrdit, Ze vlastnictvi pidy zna-
mend jeji osvojeni.

Odpovédi na plnéni podminek nijmu druZstvem se
také vyrazn& 1i$i. Na jedné strané existuje 8,6 % res-
pondenty, ktefi uvedli, Ze ndjem dostdvaji bez problé-
mu a pravidelné a na druhé stran& 11,5 %, ktefi tvrdi,
Ze ho nedostali nikdy a dalSich 8,6 %, ktefi jej dostali
jen jednou. VEtSinovou odpovédi (61,5 %) je, Ze minu-
1y rok nebo i vickrat nijem nedostali. Celek pak dotva-
feji odpov&di o vzdini se nigjmu (4 pfipady), anebo
svédcici o smifeni se s tim, Ze placeni ndjemného nelze
ofekévat (2 pfipady). I tato situace vyrazné poukazuje
k nesouladu mezi raimcem formdlnich instituci a nefor-
méalné upravenym jedninim pronajimatelii a njemce.
Neznamen4 to, Ze pronajimatelé jsou s takovou situaci
spokojeni, jak o tom sv&d¢i jejich dalSi odpovédi. Po-
stoje ke kvalit€ ndjemnibo vztahu, hodnoceného v péti
polohéch, vyznivaji spiSe neutrdln€ s mirnou inklinaci
k nespokojenosti. Pom&mé& znaCna &ast respondentid
(mezi 14,5 a 18,8 %) vyjadfila svou distanci odmitnu-
tim tento vztah hodnotit (tab. II).

Zatimco pfedchozi Gdaje vyjadfovaly chovani na-
jemce, reflektované pronajimateli, dalsi, které uvadime,
vypovidaji o ochoté pronajimatelii spolupracovat s ni-
jemcem. Setfili jsme ji prostfednictvim dvou ukazateli
- pfani pronajimateli, aby si s nimi nijemce ,,vy3el do
jejich poli“ a aby s nimi konzultoval hospodafeni na
nich. Shodné€ u obou indikitori odpovédéla vyrazni
vétsina respondenti (84,4 %), Ze o tom bud nikdy ne-
uvazovali, anebo by to nechtéli (pfitemZ pomér mezi
timto pasivnim a aktivnim odmitnutim spoluprice je

Pofadi podle miry nespokojenosti’

Hodnocen4 polozka?

Provedené extrémni volby?

1. prim¥rné mira nespokojenosti* = 3,36
(neutralita, resp. nejmensi nespokcuenosls)

2. primérnd mira nespokojenosti® = 3,44
(pfevazuje neutralita®)

3. prim&rnd mira ncspokqenostn =3,56
(pfevaXuje nespokojenost’)

4. prﬂmérnl mira nespokojenosti* =
(dtto”)

5. prim&rné mira nespokojenosti = 3,81
(nejvEtSi nespokojenost®)

3,77 vy¥e ndjmu'?

péte podniku o pronajimané pozemky®
zplisob, jakym podnik jedn4'®

zplisob najmu (naturélie, penize, kombinace)!!

plnéni podminek ndjmu'3

velmi nespokojeno Ije“ 13,6 %
velmi spokojeno je'* 1,7%
velmi nespokojeno lje"‘ 158 %
velmi spokojeno je'> 0,0%
velmi nespokojeno lje” 16,9 %
velmi spokojeno je!> 0,0 %
velmi nespokojeno rie:“’ 250 %
velmi spokojeno je 500 %
velmi nespokojeno 'ie“ 26,3%
velmi spokojeno je! 0,0%

lthe ranking according to the rate of dissatisfaction, evaluated item,

3the extreme choices on the scale, “average level of dissatisfaction,

*neutral or the lowest dissatisfaction, Sthe neutrality prevails, "the dissatisfaction prevails, Bhlghesv. dissatisf action, “the care of the farm about

the leased fields, '

the way how the fu‘m treats you, Ythe form of lease (in-kind, financial, a combination of money and in-kind), Zthe
amount of rent in money or in-kind, Bthe implementation of the leasing conditions by the farm,

14 very dissatisfied, 5very satisfied

6Nebot druZstvu pronajimé4 piidu 159 vlastnikd, Eleni je 53, z toho pracuje 17 a pomér téchto t¥i &isel je prislusné 9: 3 : 1. Pomér

téhoZ mezi nasimi respondenty vak &ini 35:1,5: 1.
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v pfipadé€ prvniho indikitoru 3 : 1 a druhého 2 : 1). Jen
sedmina respondentu vyjadfila v obou $etfenych indi-
kiétorech otevieny postoj ke spolupraci a ofekavana re-
akce ze strany nijemce vyzniva vecelku pfiznivé. V po-
méru 4 : 1 se respondenti domnivaji, Ze by jejich pfani
,»Vyjit si spole¢né do poli“ ndjemce vyhovél a v pfipadé
konzultace o hospodafeni tento pomér ¢ini 2 : 1 ve
prospéch vyhovéni. I kdyZ ti mistni fikaji: ,,vZdyt vidi-
me, jak se na naSich polich hospodafi“, coZ znamena
jistou miru kontroly pronajimateli, vst¥icnost ke spolu-
prici vysoka neni. Potom jsme se tudiz zamé&fili také
na to, jakou miru rozhodovani pfisuzuji vlastnici sob&
a najemci pfi hospodafeni na svéfené padé. Ke Ctyfem
posuzovanym polohdm takového rozhodovani se vy-
jadfilo vZdy 65 respondenti a rozdily se vyskytly v mi-
fe schopnosti respondentd posoudit tu kterou polozku
rozhodovéni (tfetina aZ polovina nedovedla posoudit).
Celkovy obraz posuzovani vyzniva tak, Ze rozhodova-
ni, které by mél &init ndjemce a vlastnik, se u jednotli-
vych poloZek pohybuje od zhruba dvoutfetinového az
tfi¢tvrtinového podilu nijemce pfi ném. Vlastnik si sém
pro sebe ponechdva maly prostor (tab. IIT).

Vice rozhodovéni si vlastnici osobuji u pouZivani
chemickych prostiedkd (ekologicky aspekt) neZ u sa-
motného zpusobu péstovani (technologicky aspekt).
Ve&si GCast vlastnika na rozhodovani je zédroveii dopro-
vézena vétsim podilem t&ch, ktefi vyjadfili, Ze nedove-
dou véc posoudit — ¢im méné posuzovateld, tim vyssi
podil pro sebe v relaci k najemci pfi rozhodovani
o jednotlivych zéleZitostech hospodafeni na pudé své-
fen€ najemci k uZivani. Jevi se, Ze rozhodovéni je pro
respondenty obtiZné, chybi jim k tomu znalosti a ne-
cht&ji (nemini) piebirat odpovédnost. Tti Ctvrtiny res-
pondentu (73,8 %) se piiklané&ji k nazoru, Ze spiSe ni-
jemce neZ vlastnik by mél byt odpovédny za pripadné
ekologické $kody vzniklé hospodafenim a jen 6,1 %
s takovym nédzorem nesouhlasi.

III. Rozhodovéni néj a vlastnika — Decision-

Y

Cely blok problematiky nijemnich vztahl uzavird
celkové hodnoceni vztahu mezi pronajimateli a nijem-
cem a hodnoceni kvality hospodafeni s jemu sv&fenou
pidou ve srovnani s timtéZ na Grovni Ceskych zemé&d&l-
ci obecné.

Celkové hodnoceni vztahu mezi nijemcem a prona-
jimateli vyzniva jeSt€ vice neutrdlné neZ spokojenost
s ndjemnimi vztahy. V&tSina respondentd (53,2 %)
zvolila stfedni hodnotu vyjadfujici ,.ani korektnost ani
nekorektnost* takovych vztahl. Po necelé &tvrting se
respondenti pfiklangji jak na stranu korektnosti, tak na
stranu nekorektnosti, pfi¢emZ o néco men3i podil nega-
tivn€ hodnoticich oproti pozitivn& hodnoticim zase vy-
rovnava sila negativniho hodnoceni (vice respondenti
voli extrémni polohu negace). Konfrontaci mistniho
s obecnym stavem hospodafeni eskych zemé&délca na
pud€ podle nazort respondenti naznacuje tab. IV.

Zhruba z poloviny se respondenti zfikaji posouzeni
§ir§ich otazek nakladani s pudou (ekologické aspekty)
a zhruba pétina aZ tfetina nedokéZe posoudit to, co je
zfeteln&jsi, viditeIn&j§i v pé¢i o pronajimané pozemky.
Vidy pfevaZzuje negativni nad pozitivnim hodnocenim,
coZ je vyrazn&j$i pfi posuzovani obecné situace a vy-
nika zejména u té zieteln&jsi péCe o pozemky (pfestoze
pravé zde byl zaznamenan vice kriticky postoj i na
Grovni mistni situace), zatimco u Sir§ich ekologickych
otazek kriti¢nost tolik zfetelnid neni. Men$i kriti¢nost
doprovézi nezkuSenost s t&mito aspekty zemédélského
hospodafeni. Potvrzuji ji i odpovédi na posledni baterii
otazek v dotazniku, kterd se mj. tykala nizori na po-
uZivani chemikalii v zem&d@lstvi vzhledem k ochrang
Zivotniho prosu‘edi7. Nejvy$si podily odpovédi ,ne-
vim* se tykaly toho, zda je na§ systém regulativnich
opatfeni pfi pouZivéani chemickych prostfedku v zemé-
d&lstvi (v souvislosti s ekologickou problematikou)
dobry ¢i neni a zda zemédélci takovych prostfedki po-
uzivaji hodn€ nebo ne.

ing of an owner and a renter

Pol‘aﬁi podle miry rozhodovéni ndjemce a vlast-
nika

Obsah rozhodovani?

Provedené extrémai volby®

1. rozhodovéni ve prosp¥ch nijemce? 3 : 1

2. rozhodovéni ve prospéch ndjemce 2,5 : 1

druhy péstovanych plodin®

zplisoby obd&l4avéani pidy®

rozhodovat by m&l%: jen najemce!® — 46,2 %
jen vlastnik!! — 00 %
volbu neprovedlo'2 — 36,9 %

jen ndjemce — 43,1 %
jen vlastnik — 0,0 %
volbu neprovedlo — 38,5 %

rozhodovat by mel:

3. rozhodovéni ve prospéch najemce 2 : 1

4. rozhodoviéni ve prosp&ch nijemce 2 : 1

zplisoby aplikace
chemikalii pouZiyanych pfi
péstovéni plodin’

typ chemikalii pouZivanych
pii p&stovani plodin

rozhodovat by mél:

rozhodovat by mél:

jen najemce — 37,5 %
jen vlastnik — 1,6 %
volbu neprovedlo — 42,2 %

jen najemce — 35,4 %
jen vlastnik - 1,5 %
volbu neprovedlo — 44,6 %

'the ranking according to the rate of decission-making by renter and by owner, 2the content of decission-making, 3the extreme choices on the
scale, “the decision in the favour of renter, deciding on the crops grown, 6lillage praclices, "the ways how chemicals are applied to crops,
xxypes of chemicals used on crops, “should be decided, ; only by a renter, *"only by an owner, 20t answered

7V Elénku témto otdzkdm nevénujeme ¥ir¥i pozornost.
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IV. Nézory na péti o pozemky pfi zem&d&lském hospodafeni v konfrontaci mistni a obecné situace — The views concerning the care about

the farmed land through the comparison of local and national situation

Hodnoceni?
Obsah nézoru'
pozitivni® neutrlni* negativni® nedok:ilt%

Kvalita pé¥e o pronajimané pozemky” sjemce!” 353 30,9 47,1 17,6

Ee¥ti zem¥d&lci!! 0,0 37,9 28,8 33,3
Znalosti jak spravn¥ pouZivat chemikélie® ngjemee!” 45 27,3 12,1 56,1

Ee¥ti zemEdelci'! 6,1 37,9 13,6 42,4
nsil.[ chrénit Zivotni prostfedf pfed negativ- néjemcel0 45 31,8 10,6 53,0
nfmi dopady pouZiti chemik4lii’ Zesti zem¥d¥ici!! 45 31,8 16,7 470

'the content of a view, Zevaluation, Jpozitive. *neutral, sneguzive. simpossible to evaluate, "the quality of the care about leased fields,
knowledge to use farm chemicals properly, Seffort to protect against negative environmental impacts from farm chemical, Yrenter, 'Czech

farmers in general

opatfeni pfi pouZivani chemickych prostfedki v zemg-
délstvi (v souvislosti s ekologickou problematikou)
dobry ¢i neni a zda zeméd€lci takovych prostfedki po-
uZivaji hodné& nebo ne.

PREDBEZNE ZAVERY

Predb&Znymi nazyvame tyto zavéry proto, Ze pojed-
névaji o chovani nehospodaficich vlastnik pidy pouze
v jedné ze sledovanych lokalit, a navic, rozbor uvede-
ny v tomto ¢lanku neni Gplny. Vzhledem k probihaji-
cimu terénnimu Setfeni v dal¥ich dvou lokalitich sou-
dime, Ze rozdilnost t¥chto lokalit (geograficko-piirodni,
hospodaisk4, historick4) se projevi i ve sledovaném so-
ciokulturnim jevu.

Charakteristiky vlastniki pudy pronajimajicich ji
v lokalité dosv&dcuji v popisu prostfedi zmin&nou his-
toricky danou vétSinovou vazbu obyvatelstva na zemé-
dé€lstvi, potvrzenou nejen rodinnou tradici, ale i Cetnou
vlastni zkuSenosti dotdzanych v rodinném hospodafeni,
které zde (opét relativn€ Casto a dlouho) pfetrvavalo
v obdobi kolektivistickém. S tim pak kontrastuje po-
mérmné nizk4 G¢ast v kolektivizovaném zemé&délstvi, na
niZ poukazuje nejen zapojeni respondentu, ale také je-
jich rodinnych pfisluniki pfedchézejici generace. Raz-
né pferuleni tradice (krom& objektivnich faktora osob-
niho a lokélniho charakteru — vk, zdravi, zaméstnéni,
bydlist€ aj.) ovliviiuje dnes malou ochotu piidu obdél4-
vat.

Ziskané vysledky sv&d¢i o rozdrobené pudni drzbé,
kterou podpofily zdkonné Gpravy o restituci pudy. Ten-
to fakt se projevuje ve vysokych transakénich nékla-
dech pfi vyjednavéni v rAmci vztahu ndjemce — prona-
jimatel, a to na obou stranich tohoto vztahu, ktery je
ostatné velmi nevyrovnany. Na strané nijemce najdeme
(oproti pronajimateli) vysoky symbolicky kapital (mo-
censkou pfesilu), opieny o ekonomicky, kulturni i so-
cidlni kapitdl (majetek, kvalifikace a zapojeni do trhu
se zemé&deélskymi ,.statky“), coZ je vyhodou nijemce
proti fasto bezradnym a bezbrannym pronajimatelim
s niz§im kapitdlem ve vSech zmifiovanych slozkach.
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Nevyhodou nijemce pak je nesmirni obtiZnost pfi vy-
jednavani se ,,spoustou” pronajimateli, ktefi jsou velmi
diferencovani co do jejich objemu a skladby kapitdlu
a jim ovlivnénych postoju, a tudiZ posuzuji velmi roz-
licn€& celou situaci, o kterou tu jde. Takto nastolena
situace na jedné strané usnadiiuje nijemci (mél-li by
motivaci pro vlastni prospéch, coZ neni nas§ pfipad)
zneuZit pfevahu moci, na strané€ druhé (vyviji-li nijem-
ce snahu dobfe hospodatit) bere silu, kterd v tak jako
tak obtiZné situaci chybi. I v naSem pfipadé€ jsou potize
s tzv. externimi vlastniky vyrazn&j$i neZ s mistnimi
a s malymi neZ s témi veéEimi.

Jiz v charakteristikich dotidzanych jako vlastniky,
pronajimateli a hospodafu se setkavime pfinejmensim
se zatemné&nim pojmu ,vlastnictvi“ a ,uZivani“ pady.
Pojiméni obou v Cetnych pfipadech splyvé, coZ se nej-
konkrétnéji projevuje v opakovanych ,,chybach“ (z hle-
diska formélniho zékonného uréeni) v tom smyslu, Ze
vlastnici uvidéli mensi vyméru vlastnéné neZ pronaji-
mané pidy, nebot za vlastnénou povaZovali pouze tu,
kterou sami obhospodafuji. Potom muZeme fici, Ze se
chovaji (€ast z nich) podle pfedkolektivistického vzoru
(nerozpojené vlastnictvi, rozhodovani a prace), ktery
v tomto ohledu (paradoxn&) podpofila kolektivizace
svym akcentovanim uZivani nad vlastnictvim pudy. Si-
tuace vEétSinové rozsifeného prondjmu pudy po jejim
pfedchozim pouze formilnim vlastnictvi prekaZi obno-
vé& vlastnického citu a pouta, tudiZ znesnadiiuje skuteg-
né osvojeni formélniho vlastnictvi.

Zvolené divody k pfevzeti pidy do vlastnictvi po-
ukazuji, jak je uvedeno v textu, na pfevahu neekono-
mické motivace (a pokud ekonomické, tak situované do
budoucna). K tomuto vysledku jsme pfipojili Gvahu
0 ,racionalit® v neracionalit€“ takového obrazu voleb.
Hlubsi interpretace ziskanych vysledky pak lze doséh-
nout aZ na zdklad€ srovnani s dal§imi dvéma sledova-
nymi mistnimi situacemi v této oblasti chovani nehos-
podaficich vlastniku pudy, které jsou mj. charakteristické
pfizniv&j8im postavenim zemé&délskych podniki na tr-
hu.

Vztahy mezi pronajimateli a nijemcem (které mo-
hou nabyvat kvality vztahu ¢lenského, pracovniho
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a ndjemnického v pfipadné kombinaci), jak je nastoluje
rdmec formdlnich instituci, nejsou (hlavné star§imi pro-
najimateli) osvojeny. Navic, situace, ve které se mistni
zemé&dElstvi nachézi, pfispivd k tomu, aby byl tento ra-
mec dle mistni situace upravovan jednajicimi subjekty
— n&kterym formalizovanym opatfenim nelze vyhovét
a obé€ strany pfitom spolu musi n&jakym zpisobem vy-
jit. Nepfedpoklddidme, Ze by z téchto Gprav, reZirova-
nych mikrosv&tem, méla n&ktera ze stran prospéch. Jen
se ob& snaZi vyhnout ztratdm, které jsou vice nasnad&
neZ zisky. Takto vytvéafena situace je véSinové respek-
tovana, a¢ spokojenost neni ani na jedné strané vztahu.
O respektovéni svéddi zjisténa divéra® v zemédéElsky
podnik, hospodafici na pronajimané pidé, atkoli neplni
podminky nijemni smlouvy. Pfani, aby tento podnik
mél i nadéle zdjem na pid& hospodafit, je Casté, hod-
noceni péfe tohoto podniku o hospodafeni v relaci
k Ceskému zem&dé€lstvi obecné vyzniva v jeho prospé-
ch a bezradnost, co se stane, kdyZ tento podnik ,,nevy-
drzi“, je roz§ifena.
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UZLK sledovéni nejzajimavéjsich Casopisi z Vaseho oboru, zaSleme Vam nejprve kopie
obsaht nejcerstvéjich Cisel Casopist a na zakladé vybéru kopie poZadovanych ¢lanki.

Chtéli bychom Vs také upozomit na dali reprografickou sluzbu UZLK, a to na posky-
tovani kopii ¢lankd z knih a Easopist, které jsou ve fondu UZLK. Pozadavky na tyto kopie
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AGRICULTURE IN TRANSITION: PERSPECTIVES FROM
CULTURAL ANTHROPOLOGY

ZEMEDELSTVI V PREMENE: POHLED KULTURNI ANTROPOLOGIE

C. I. Vanderkar

University of Oregon, Department of Anthropology, Oregon, USA

ABSTRACT: This paper explores the contribution of cultural anthropology as foreign scholarship to the Czech social
sciences, especially rural sociology, and examines the significance of qualitative research in ethnographic studies of Czech
village life and the transitions in agriculture. Anthropologists, previously challenged to study the “other,” currently attempt
to eliminate power hierarchies by giving voice to culture groups rather than speaking for them. Native researchers often
criticize foreign scholarship on a lack of sufficient cultural and linguistic knowledge. However, long-term ethnographic
research involving participant observation and in-depth interviews allows the foreign researcher to become part of the cultural
community and unfamiliarity with cultural customs often increases awareness and attention to detail.

Key words: cultural anthropology, village ethnography, transition of Czech agriculture, qualitative research, participant
observation

ABSTRAKT: Autorka se zaméfuje na disledky dekolektivizaéniho procesu pro mistni komunitu, na pracovni a Zivotni
podminky novych farmafu i ostatnich vesni¢ani a na vZedni i slavnostni ritudly sou¢asného vesnického Zivota. Ke svym
zji§ténim pouZivé vyzkumnych metod kulturni antropologie. NejvEtSi diraz je kladen na zudastnéné pozorovéni, hloubkové
rozhovory, Zivotni pribéhy, dile na Easové studie a diagramy. Poznatky byly shromaZdovany b&hem i pobytd v Ceské
republice. Posledni pobyt trval cely rok a byl vénovén intenzivnimu terénnimu vyzkumu jedné moravské vesnice a farmafi,
ktefi zadali hospodafit na vraceném majetku po restituci. Ze tfi zkoumanych soukromych farmafi jsou dva ,,dsp&né&j¥i* a maji
jiZ budouci pokradovatele ve své prici, tfeti nema motivaci své hospodaistvi zvétSovat, ponévadZ dalsi generace o né nemd
zdjem. Spoleénym problémem viech farméfu jsou penize, ¢as a vztahy komunity k nim. Znepokojuji je také perspektivy
zemé&délskych farem u nés. Vztah mladé generace k soukromému farmafeni moZné bude rozhodujici pro budoucnost této
formy hospodafeni. Ostatni lidé ve vesnici v prvnich letech po privatizaci zazlivali novym farmaitm, Ze si vzali z druZstva
pudu, tim se zmengila velikost druZstva a v souvislosti s transformaci si fada druzstevnikii musela hledat nové zamé&stnani.
Navic vznikala ve vesnici i nespokojenost s tim, Ze pida byla v restitucich vracena nékterym lidem, ktefi se jiZ odstéhovali
do mé&sta. Clanek popisuje metodiku vyzkumu, moZna rizika zkresleni subjektivnosti zigastn&ného pozorovéni (bias) a vy-
hody, které takovy zpusob zkoumani pfina¥i ve spolupréci vyzkumnika a respondenta na projektu a lepSim vzijemném
porozuméni. To souvisi s metodikou vyzkumu odli¥nych kultur a teorii kulturniho relativismu. Clanek také podédva argumenty
pro uZitenost vyzkumu pozorovatelem, kterv neni zatizen kulturnimi stereotypy dané komunity. V pfipadé vyzkumnika —
cizince existuji dvé hlavni piekazky: jazykova bariéra a neporozuméni dané kultufe. Jazyk autorka zvlddla a odliSnou kulturu
je mozZno ,,zvenku pozorovat s vét§im citem pro detaily a specifi¢nosti, které domacimu badateli mohou pfipadat samoziejmé.
Cléanek zdivodiivje i pfinos nereprezentativniho vyzkumu kvalitativnimi postupy.

Kliov4 slova: kulturni antropologie, etnografie vesnice, transformace Eeského zem&d&lstvi, kvalitativni vyzkum, zicastnéné
pozorovéni

INTRODUCTION

Rural ethnographic research in the Czech Republic
has a long tradition. Czech social scientists have docu-
mented quite substantially rural folk life (traditions,
rituals, folk costumes, dances and songs). As a foreign
researcher in a Czech village this year, I have been
investigating, from an anthropological perspective, the
folk culture of the village and changes in rural life style
since 1989. I am conducting a case study of the priva-
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tization of agriculture which examines the particular
ways in which farming families are responding to the
process of the transition in agriculture. In particular, I
am looking at how roles within the family unit have
changed, decision-making processes, and relationships
of family members with the village community.

My interest in the Czech Republic stems from a visit
to the country in 1990 just after the changes in govern-
ment. In Prague, a friend and I stayed with an elderly
woman who slept in her kitchen in order to rent out two
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rooms for foreigners. Her circumstances intrigued me.
I questioned the traditional roles for women and men
and how much they had changed since the revolution
of 1989. Since that time, I kept close track of current
events in the country. When the restitution laws were
passed in the early 1990s, I followed the legal and
political dialogue and was fascinated by the process,
especially concepts of justice and the moral obligation
to make up for past wrongs. However, newspapers and
political journals provided little information about the
human side of the restitution process. How were indi-
viduals and families directly affected by the redefini-
tion of land ownership? How did the transformation of
collective farms influence village harmony and pros-
perity? I have returned to the country three times since
1990 to investigate the real social and personal effects
of the process of restitution. My dissertation research
incorporates two previous preliminary research trips in
1995 and 1996 (funded by the American Council of
Learned Societies and the Center for the Study of
Women and Society at the University of Oregon) and
12 months of ethnographic fieldwork in 1997-98
(funded by the J. William Fulbright Commission).

Cultural anthropological research! is predicated on
long-term, in-depth fieldwork. Katherine Verdery as-
serts that it is the role of the anthropologist to examine
’on-the-ground’ manifestations of development and so-
cial change and “to show how events at the level of the
particular often serve not just to reproduce but also
constrain [these processes]“ (Verdery 1983: 17). This
year I am living in a village in Moravia. As an anthro-
pologist in the community, my goal has been to estab-
lish close relationships with villagers in order to under-
stand as fully as possible the complexities of life in the
village. Hann asserts that the anthropologist “is ex-
pected to provide an accurate picture of continuity and
change at the grass roots, to reveal how the system
really works by combining his own insights with the
perceptions of the informants* (Hann 1985: 9). Getting
’an accurate picture’ of a researched community is the
goal of many social scientists, and I believe the
strength of anthropological research stems from the
depth and length of ethnographic fieldwork.

CULTURAL ANTHROPOLOGY AND THE
FOREIGN RESEARCHER

The study of the “other* was one of the historical
bases of anthropological research. The beginnings of
anthropology sent mainly European social scientists to
colonies and other regions of interest to bring back
information about the “other” — a group or culture often

designated as exotic and perhaps primitive or barbaric.
The outsider lived among the 'natives’ and catalogued
their cultures. Anthropologists, however, were criti-
cized for the practice of studying down. In other words,
they studied groups that were believed to be less civi-
lized or inferior. Additionally, anthropologists were
critiqued for speaking for other cultures. Inherent in
this practice were power hierarchies and an objectifica-
tion of informants.

The notion of cultural relativism transformed an-
thropological research. Cultural relativism asserted that
cultures not be viewed as hierarchical, but rather as
different and of equal value. Later, post-modernist and
feminist theories critiqued the separation between the
self and the other as it engendered a separation between
the researcher and researched — a separation which pro-
moted power differentials. The theorists call for an
awareness of the biases inherent in cross-cultural re-
search and insist that the anthropologist place her/him-
self within the research community. Further, ethnogra-
phers were called to give voice to those with whom
they lived and studied. Collaboration in research (be-
tween the researcher and the researched) gives both
parties the opportunity to analyze cultural traditions
and rituals and give them meaning.

As a foreign researcher, I am faced with two critical
issues which affect the quality of my research. First, in
a study that heavily depends on personal interaction
and conversation (interviews and participant observa-
tion), language competency is crucial. Early in the year
interviewing was more difficult as I had a hard time
understanding conversations completely. At that time I
relied heavily on a tape recorder which enabled me to
return to the parts of the interviews which were unclear.
Throughout the year my language skills have rapidly
improved and now I am able to conduct interviews and
read Czech literature with ease.

Second, it is true that as a foreigner, I am unfamiliar
with many aspects of Czech culture and the traditions
and rituals of rural Moravia. However, I assert that this
very unfamiliarity is a benefit for my research. Czech
scholars may be aware of the history and significance
of rural habits. But, in comparison to native research-
ers, | may notice more details in ritvals and habits
which are ordinary or common for Czechs (i.e., in the
sequence of events during Christmas, procedures in a
zabijacka, or the whipping tradition on Easter Monday,
etc.). Additionally, I am living in the village this year
rather than studying the community from the outside.
As a community member, I have among other things
attended church, taught in the schoolhouse, participated
in farming activities, helped friends with genealogical
research in the United States, attended a wedding of

1 Anthropology is usually divided into 4 sub-fields: Physical Anthropology, Archaeology, Linguistic Anthropology and Cultural
Anthropology (sometimes termed socio-cultural anthropology). Cultural anthropology is the study of living cultures usually
involving ethnographic fieldwork. Clifford Geertz asserts that the ethnographer “’inscribes’ social discourse...[and] turns it from
a passing event, which exists only in its own moment of occurrence, into an account, which exists in it inscriptions and can be

reconsulted” (Geertz 1973: 19).
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friends, helped in zabijatkas or pig-killings, took part
in school events, and went to celebrations in the village
pubs. Further, I believe that people may be more will-
ing to provide detailed descriptions of rural traditions
because I am a foreigner.

One of the main concerns I often hear from other
social scientists (i.e., non-cultural anthropologists) is
that my study, or any in-depth study of one group, does
not lend itself to generalizations. When I state that mg
goal is to describe and portray the village of Bartov
as accurately and thoroughly as possible and not to
evince how Bartov is a typical village in the Czech
Republic, many look at me with disbelief and claim
that my work is therefore 'unscientific.” Lila Abu-Lug-
hod (1991) advocates ’ethnographies of the particular’
in cross-cultural research. She finds generalizations
problematic in that they are a language of power and
assert hierarchy. Discourses of generalizations, in con-
trast to everyday life discourse, “establish a fundamen-
tal separation between the anthropologist and the peo-
ple being written about that facilitates the construction
of anthropological objects as simultaneously different
and inferior* (Abu-Lughod 1991: 151). Within a social
group or culture, there exists multiple ways of thinking
and knowing, and avoiding generalizations embraces
the actual circumstances of individuals and permits less
the objectification of informants. Additionally, if I
were to divide my time between two or more villages,
for example, in order to get a broader picture of Czech
village life, I would sacrifice the depth and complete-
ness of the information I can get in Bartov. Further, the
relationships and confidences I develop with the village
communities are stronger the longer I am in the village
and participating in village events. It is my belief, too,
that from my intense examination of the particular,
analyses of what may be general tendencies can then
follow when I integrate my fieldwork experience with
that of other social scientists.

FIELDWORK SITE AND GAINING ENTRE

Serendipity has played a large role in the success of
my research and adjustment to village life. Through the
help of friends, I was able to find the village in which
I now live. Bartov is a village of 500 people located
approximately 60 kilometers from one of the largest
cities in the country. The village has an clementary
school (Zakladni $kola) and pre-school (Matefské
$kola) and a small church and cemetary. There are three
farms in the village which the villagers and farmers
themselves categorize as private family farms. My ac-
commodations are above one of the two village pubs.
The pub has been an excellent venue to meet village
folks and my presence became known rather quickly.
The bartender introduced me to the private farmers dur-

ing my first week and arranged for me to have inter-
views with them. Friends also introduced me to several
older folks in the village who were willing to give me
their life histories. From these initial contacts, I have
been introduced to many others. I am now in contact
with over one-half of the village.

Adjusting to my role as a researcher in the commu-
nity has been very smooth. The farmers in the village
and other villagers have been very kind and hospitable
and several now consider me to be like a family mem-
ber or close friend. It has been somewhat difficult,
however, adjusting to my status as a single foreign
woman in a small village. Freedoms that I am accus-
tomed to having in the U.S. are not as acceptable here.
For example, visiting pubs alone as a woman may be
interpreted to some that I am inviting company. Also,
my hosts seem to worry when I go out alone at night
and often stay up until I return. I was also unprepared
for the curiosity surrounding my presence. People are
very aware of whom I talk to, what I do, and where I
20. Having privacy in the village is often difficult.

Although the more personal nature of interactions
may involve some uncomfortable situations and misun-
derstandings, it also reflects the closeness of my rela-
tionships with many of the villagers and most folks are
more open with me now in interviews and normal con-
versations and are revealing more personal information
and opinions.

METHODOLOGY

During this year of fieldwork, I am using ethno-
graphic methods of anthropological inquiry, namely,
participatory observation and in-depth interviews, as
well as extensive library research. Giovannini (1986)
advocates a 'symbolic interaction’ approach to partici-
pant observation. She defines this as a “conceptual ap-
proach which analyzes participant observation as a
process of interaction involving the actions, percep-
tions and cultural values of both researcher and infor-
mant“ (p. 109). In this way, researchers can acknowl-
edge their role in defining the situation and creating
meaning. I have utilizing several strategies in partici-
pant observation in the daily household and agricultural
activities of farming families. These include: time allo-
cation studies, conceptual diagrams and participation in
farming activities.

Researchers in agriculture promote time allocation
studies as a method to understanding the daily lives of
individuals. Eva Wollenberg states that “time alloca-
tion studies are frequently used to describe gender and
age based labor patterns“ (Wollenberg 1988: 127) — for
example, the amount of free time women have in com-
parison to men (Mc Sweeney 1979). Carol Colfer as-
serts that time allocation studies (TAS) “not only lay

2“Bartov" is a pseudonym. Names of places and people have been changed to protect the confidentiality of those who are

graciously helping me with their time and information.
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out time expenditure, but by doing so indicate some-
thing about people’s preferences and constraints in use
of time“ (Colfer 1994: 163). The time allocation
method involves collecting data through informant re-
call, observation, and daily record keeping. Mc
Sweeney encourages the use of direct observation be-
cause “44 percent of women’s work was unaccounted
for using recall [methods])“ (Mc Sweeney 1979: 380).
Information given in interviews or questionnaires fre-
quently embodies culturally held ideals which may dif-
fer from reality (Gillespie 1979: 384). In other words,
the actual amount of work women or men perform may
be minimized in information offered by informants be-
cause of cultural beliefs regarding the gendered divi-
sion of labor.

The time allocation method allows me to quantify
the gendered division of labor on the private farms. I
am observing and recording the daily and seasonal ac-
tivities on the farms, noting the number of hours
women, men and children work on the farm, the type
of duties they perform, and their involvement in the
managerial decisions of the farm. Charting individual
activities allows me to examine “real“ versus “remem-
bered* activities (time-use recall information discussed
in interviews). Direct observation methods, however,
are very time-consuming, and I therefore am incorpo-
rating random observations as well. Judith Warner as-
serts that “random observations, or spot checks, allow
a larger sample to be studied and may help minimize
bias in the methodology* (Warner 1995: 13).

Lightfoot et al. (1994) discuss the ways in which
conceptual diagrams can aid in agricultural analysis.
Conceptual diagrams are developed with informants to
provide in-depth information on the “complex relations
of households and agrosystems® (Lightfoot 1994: 66).
The authors recommend that researchers begin the
process by asking for their informants to take them
through the farms and households. After eliciting ver-
bal explanations of the relationships of individuals to
the various activities, the researchers are to ask the
informants to draw diagrams that represent these rela-
tionships.

The ’symbolic interaction’ of participant observa-
tion requires that I be aware of the biases I bring into
the fieldwork situation. Margery Wolf (1990) discusses
how fieldnotes are not facts written down by an impar-
tial observer, but rather, “are infected with the bacterial
subjectivities of our own as well as our informants’
particular biases* (Wolf 1990: 343). Wolf recommends
that as. anthropologists we “treat our fieldnotes as
ephemera, as texts created by anthropologist and infor-
mants in a particular space and time for a particular
purpose: the creation of an ethnography or a research
report” (pg. 353). My observations are always biased
because they are generated from my world view; “all
knowledge is partial and from an embodied perspec-
tive* (Abu-Lughod 1990: 15). Reflection on my obser-
vations throughout the fieldwork process enables me to

understand how and why I made the observations I did,
and to later formulate more appropriate interpretations.

I also must account for biases in selecting my infor-
mants. Alistar Sutherland (1994) maintains that in se-
lecting informants sources of bias often include logis-
tical factors — for example, “bias toward farming
communities near roads and administrative centers is
very common, especially when roads are poor (and)
time is scarce” (Sutherland 1994: 16), and local char-
acteristics (for example, when informants are selected
because of their outspokenness or involvement in cer-
tain activities). The farmers who are helping me with
my research may not be representative of private family
farmers in the Czech Republic and were indeed se-
lected because of logistical factors. Hann discusses the
problem of typicality in anthropological research and
agrees that the reader is “entitled to ask what general
conclusions may be drawn from a detailed study [of
one village]“ (Hann 1985: 1). Hann, however, indicates
the distinctiveness of the village of Wislok from the
onset, and asserts it is precisely because of its atypical-
ity that it is an instructive setting for ethnographic
fieldwork.

Examining community relations is imperative, and I
therefore am observing community meetings, such as
village councils and political gatherings as well as par-
ticipating in village festivals and other social events. I
also am employing the use of a survey in the village in
order to determine the myriad of interrelationships of
families and individuals with each other and to land.
The survey is relatively short and asks village residents
to list family size, landholdings, length of time in vil-
lage, occupation, roles in village political life, and per-
spectives regarding the transition in agriculture.

I am balancing the observational records and quan-
titative data which can only engender an etic point of
view, with in-depth interviews and life histories.
Through in-depth interviews I am examining genera-
tional relationships to land and attitudes toward the
value of work in agriculture. Such interviews also pro-
vide informants with the opportunity to present their
viewpoints on agriculture and the cultural life of the
village. I am including life history interviews of key
family and village members, which allow me to incor-
porate personal historical perspectives of agriculture
life in the village before collectivization, during social-
ism and currently in the post-communist transition.
Life histories are essential as they allow informants an
opportunity to collaborate with me on the project.
While documenting life histories, I ask informants to
analyze and interpret life events and to indicate their
significance in the current transition of agriculture. For
those who are not private farmers, I am eliciting their
views regarding the private farmers in the village:
whether they believe the private endeavors are positive
or detrimental to the community and whether they are
jealous of the relative success of two of the private
farmers.
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PRELIMINARY FINDINGS

The three private farmers in Bartov have consider-
ably different circumstances. The Merli¢ek family has
the largest land holdings (200 hectares) and is quite
successful. They own a large estate — “statek* within
the village itself and raise pigs in the buildings they
received back in restitution. They own over 200 pigs
(40 sows) and send approximately 70 a year to be
butchered. They grow grains, canola (rape seed oil),
poppy seed, peas, and grass for the animals. The HaSek
family has the second largest farm with 140 ha. The
family raises horses in the estate on the outskirts of the
village. They also grow grains and canola. The Pavlik
family has 32 ha and they raise dairy cattle and pigs in
the small farm buildings on their property inside the
village. In formal interviews, the families have dis-
cussed with me the issues that they feel are the most
critical to them as private farmers: money, time, com-
munity relations and future prospects.

All of the farmers received their land back from the
village collective farm in the restitution process. Two
of the families held the biggest parcels of land prior to
World War II and for this reason were the first ones to
lose their land when the communists took power in
1948 — the communists quickly liquidated or confis-
cated land and property from wealthy peasants or “ku-
laks." The farmers felt that the collectivization process
was unjust and they were adamant about getting back
their land. Financial problems, however, were present
from the beginning. Mr. HaSek stated: “It was very
difficult. We didn’t have barns, sheds, equipment. We
did not have anything.“ The low interest loans that
were available for private farmers in 1991 and 1992
were helpful for purchasing new machinery and con-
structing/restoring buildings, but now the farmers are
very concerned about making payments every month.
Mr. Merliek told me that he works twice as many
hours as he did in the collective farm previously, if not
more.

Lack of time for personal and social recreation is
also an important issue for the farmers and other vil-
lagers. During the socialist regime, most villagers
worked in the collective farm. Mr. Merlicek, the farmer
with the largest land holdings (200 hectares), discussed
work under socialism as a paradox. Everyone was guar-
anteed work (required to work), but no one worked.
People, therefore, had much free time. Mr. Merli¢ek
used to go to the theater in a nearby town and attend
concerts and other cultural events. The village also
used to have more social gatherings during the commu-
nist regime. Now the village has few events and even
these are difficult for the farmers to attend. Mr. HaSek
also mentioned time as a critical issue for him and his
family. The family moved to a nearby town during the
previous regime and now the farmer commutes to Bar-
tov (about 15 kilometers) daily to care for the animals
and crops. Commuting is time-consuming and expen-
sive.
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Relations with community members have also been
in turmoil since the farmers took their lands out of the
collective farm. Mrs. Pavlikové stated that long-time
acquaintances and friends would not greet them or were
unpleasant to them during the first few years they
farmed privately. She indicated that now things are
much better. She believes that this is perhaps because
they provide fresh milk for many families in the vil-
lage. Several older villagers, however, have spoken of
their dislike for the big farm estates in the village and
the harm they caused the collective farm when the
farmers took their land out. Mr. Merli¢ek spoke of the
envy and resentment people have in the village as a
factor of the changing times. He stated that people are
not used to difference as the circumstances for people
under communism were essentially the same.

Mr. Pavlik, the owner of the smallest private farm
in the village, is concerned with what will happen to
his farm when he and his wife retire. Both of his daugh-
ters have told him (and me) that they do not plan to
continue to farm. The oldest daughter got married this
year and moved to live in a nearby village with her
husband. The youngest daughter is considering going
abroad to work next year. She mentioned that it is a
pity that she doesn’t have a brother who could take
over the farming. Mr. Pavlik indicated that he is not
planning to expand his farm much. “It would be a waste
of time,“ he said. Dr. Jaroslava Kaderabkova of the
University of Economics in Prague has conducted re-
search on private farms in Bohemia and asserts that the
future of family farming in the country may lie in gen-
erational perspectives on the value of work in agricul-
ture: younger generations which do not have a favor-
able outlook on farming most likely will not continue
the newly emerging private farming traditions.

The other farmers are also concerned about future
prospectus. However, both families have young sons
who already work on the farms and plan to continue to
do so when their parents retire. These farmers are more
concerned with the stability of the situation of agricul-
ture in the country and whether they will be able to
continue to sell their produce at suitable prices which
allow them to purchase more land and acquire more
efficient machinery.

Decisions to farm privately affected all members
within the family unit. Retired parents in one family
have been essential workers on the farm. Children also
contribute actively to the success of all of the farms.
The two sons of Mr. Merlik help throughout the year
and especially during harvest. The eldest son, in fact,
is the manager of the farm. Additionally, for all of the
families, private farming involved a change in occupa-
tion; Mr. Merlik and Mr. HaSek both held positions in
the neighboring town and returned to the village to
work on their farms. Mr. Pavlik stepped out of special-
ized work at the collective farm to farm on his own.
Further, work in private farming requires families to be
responsible for all levels of production and mainte-
nance. Managing and operating a farm also involves
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more extensive working hours (and less vacation time)
than were required at previous jobs.

Private farming has affected village dynamics as
well. Many agricultural workers in the village had to
find new employment, often outside of the village,
when the collective farm downsized after the privatiza-
tion process. Further, landless workers of the collective
farms may resent the restitution of collective lands to
individuals who previously left the collective farm or
village.

CONCLUSION

Anthropological literature on Eastern Europe prior
to 1989 focused primarily on rural village life. Scheffel
and Kandert (1994) assert that after World War II, eth-
nographers in Czechoslovakia looked to the village as
it charted the transition to socialism. Studies of village
life, collective farming, folklore and social structure
contributed to Czechoslovak national history.
Salzmann and Scheufler (1974) examine the commu-
nity life and organization of Komarov, a Czech farming
village, which became a socialist cooperative in 1955.
In documenting the changes in living patterns in this
community, the authors depict the effects of the social-
ist transition. My project continues in the ethnographic
tradition of Salzmann and Scheufler but focuses, how-
ever, on the effects of the decollectivization process on
family structure and how national and local policies
regarding agricultural economics have affected local
community relations in Bartov.

Cultural anthropology offers an intense look at the
particular. As a foreign scholar, I hope to contribute to
the body of research in the social sciences a different
perspective to Czech village life - a perspective which
analyzes the traditions and rituals of Bartov as viewed
by an outsider and gives voice to the villagers them-
selves.
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METODICKY NASTROJ PRO VYZKUM SOUCASNE
VESNICE: ZUCASTNENE POZOROVANI

THE RESEARCH METHOD FOR CONTEMPORARY VILLAGE:
PARTICIPANT OBSERVATION

J. Sindlafova

Mendel University of Agriculture and Forestry, Brno, Czech Republic

ABSTRACT: The present interest in qualitative research in sociology generates a renaissance of several research techniques
which in Czech sociology have been used relatively infrequently. Of these, that of participant observation appears to be
particularly suitable for research conducted in limited units. This technique necessitates an intimate knowledge of the unit
studied, the researchers’ success being dependent both on their capabilities to cultivate their relationships within the unit and
the maintenance of their systematic professional approach and detachment. Participant observation is a time-consuming
process that is usually combined with a number of other techniques, most often with various types of interview. A specific
situation occurs if the observer is a foreigner carrying out a comparative study of different cultures. This entails obvious
difficulties, but on the other hand, unfamiliarity with the culture studied may also be an asset. In participant observation ethic
problems are important and include that both the collecting of material and publication of results should be correct as not to
violate the integrity and anonymousness of the milieu studied. In this respect, the relatively least problematic is the technique
of unconcealed (overt) participant observation, in which the identity of the researcher is known (although this involves some
initial distortion of the natural behaviour of the people observed). An American anthropologist used this technique in village
in Moravia in 1998 (see Vanderkar, this issue). The approaches of cultural anthropology are close to those of qualitative
sociology, notably when a subculture milieu of a specific locality is studied. Discovering ,,the obvious* in everyday life and
illustrating results with details obtained by participant observation bring information useful for both rural sociology and
cultural anthropology. Similarity of the objectives of these disciplines is reflected in identity of some techniques and in identity
of ethic principles.

Key words: sociological research, qualitative research, cultural antropology, participant observation, village in Czech Repub-
lic after 1989, case study

ABSTRAKT: Prispévek obsahuje dvahu o uplatnéni, vyhodédch a omezenich u nis méné pouZivané techniky sociologického
a soudasn& i kulturné antropologického vyzkumu — o ziCastnéném pozorovani. Diskuse se zaméfuje na aplikovani této
techniky v kvalitativnim vyzkumu zmén moravské vesnice v disledku transformace venkova a zemédélstvi. Obsahem pfi-
spévku je také zamysleni nad slabymi i silnymi strdnkami vyzkumu, provddéného v odlisné kultufe. Inspiraci k nému bylo
dlouhodobé zicastnéné pozoroviéni, kterého pouZzila americka antropoloZka.

Kli¢ové slova: sociologicky vyzkum, kvalitativni vyzkum, kulturni antropologie, zi¢astnéné pozorovéni, vesnice v CR po
roce 1989, pfipadova studie

UvoD

V roce 1998 probihal dlouhodoby vyzkum moravské
vesnice a zmén, které pfinesla jeji transformace po roce
1989. Byl zaméfen na detailni poznani skupiny ,no-
vych farmafi“ a vztahd vesnické komunity k nim. Pro-
vadéla jej americka antropolozka Caroline Vanderkar,
ktera tak shroméZdila materiél pro svou doktorandskou
praci. V tomto Cisle Casopisu se muZeme seznimit
s n&kterymi poznatky jejiho v§zkumu.

C. Vanderkar pouzila kombinaci v§zkumnych tech-
nik s dirazem na zicastnéné pozorovéni. Kulturni an-
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tropologie a sociologie jsou si velmi blizké svou meto-
dickou vyzbroji. S rostoucim zdjmem sociologie o kva-
litativni pojeti n&kterych vyzkumnych témat se spole-
né vyzkumné postupy a okruhy tematickych zijma
jedt& vice prekryvaji, coZ jsme v prub&hu spoluprice
ob& pozorovaly. Tento pfistup zaloZeny na detailnim
a dlouhodobém zkouméni se jevi jako velmi uZiteCny
doplIn&k reprezentativnich Setfeni zvIast€ v obdobi vel-
kych socidlnich zmén, jejichZ jedineny dopad na ko-
munity a jednotlivce maZe zachytit zcela bezprostfedn&
a mélo zkresleng.
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METODY A TECHNIKY VYZKUMU

Metodické nastroje, z nichZ n€které pouZziva jak an-
tropologie, tak rurdlni sociologie, mohou byt uvnitf
t&chto véd soulasti rozdilnych systémi metodiky zkou-
mani. Ale ani uvnitf samotné sociologické metodologie
nepanuje tplnd shoda o metodické systematice.

Ceska4 sociologie &asto rozli§uje mezi metodami vy-
zkumu, které chape jako celkovy pfistup ke zkoumané-
mu jevu, a mezi technikami jako ndstroji, kterymi jsou
shromaZdovéana data. V této souvislosti miZeme mlu-
vit napf. o metodé monografické, statistické, typologic-
ké, experimentdlni, historické, sociometrické, zatimco
mezi technikami se tradi¢né€ uvadgji dotaznik, rozho-
vor, anketa, pozorovani, studium dokumentl, socio-
metrické techniky aj.

V cizich sociologickych u¢ebnicich se miZeme pie-
sv&dCit o odli¥ném ¢lenéni vyzkumnych postupi: ter-
minu ,technika“ se ¢asto vibec nepouZiva a pod na-
zvem ,,metody” najdeme techniky, kterymi ziskidvime
udaje.

Tak napf. podle Giddense (1993) k metodim socio-
logického vyzkumu patfi terénni vyzkum a pozorovani
(fieldwork), socidlni pfehledy (surveys), studium doku-
menti, experimenty a ostatni metody jako interview,
biografie, ¢asové snimky, deniky a analyza konverza-
ce. Kombinovéni téchto riznych ,,metod” v jednom vy-
zkumu, které m4 vyuZit vyhod a potladit nevyhody jed-
notlivych postupi, nazyvd Giddens (1993) a jini
triangulaci.

Né&kdy se v literatufe uvadé&ji dokonce jen dva typy
metod sociologického vyzkumu: socidlni survey a po-
zorovani (Browne 1992). M. Joseph (1990) popisuje
Sest metod vyzkumu s tim, Ze ve skutenosti jich exis-
tuje mnohem v&t8i pofet. Kazdy vyzkum by podle ngj
(s. 318) mél obsahovat aspoii tfi z téch, kterymi se au-
tor zabyva: patii k ném zicastnéné pozorovani, experi-
mentélni metoda, neformélni interview, deniky, formal-
ni dotazniky, obsahujici oteviené otizky a formalni
dotazniky, obsahujici uzaviené otazky, na které existu-
je jasna odpovéd (ano — ne).

Americké publikace (Calhoun, Light, Keller 1994)
jmenuje n&kolik sociologickych vyzkumnych metod:
survey (kromé& dotaznikd i formou interview, a to osob-
nich nebo telefonickych), experimenty (testujici hypo-
tézy, a to laboratorn& nebo v terénu), tzv. etnografie
(s. 47), coZ jsou ,studie, ve kterych vyzkumnik pozo-
ruje lidi v obvyklych podminkach, obvykle po zna¢né
Casové obdobi“. Tento termin tedy odpovidd v nasem
pojeti technice pozorovani. PouZiva ho z pohledu kul-
turni antropologie i C. Vanderkar ve zminéném ¢lanku,
Déle zahmuji jmenovani autofi k metod4m je3t& obsa-
hovou analyzu, komparativni metody a srovnavaci kul-
turni studie (Cross-Cultural Studies), historické studie
a kombinovani historickych a srovnivacich metod.
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POZOROVANI

V dosud uvedenych pfehledech metod se na ¢elnych
mistech setkivame s pozorovanim, které je v na$i so-
ciologii co do frekvence vyzkumného pouZiti zastoupe-
no mnohem méné neZ napt. dotaznik a rozhovor:

»--- V soucasné Ceské sociologii se technika p¥imého
pozorovéani pouZivi velmi mé4lo (proloZka J. Sin-
dlafova). Sekven¢né se nékdy pfipojuje k prici tazatele
jako pozorovani a zhodnoceni reakci respondenta na
rozhovor. K erudici sociologa oviem patfi schopnost
permanentniho “zi&astnéného” pfimého pozorovani so-
cialni reality, s kterou pfichazi kazdodenné do styku, a
zhodnoceni téchto zkuSenosti v odborné praci. Pfimé
pozorovini ... je nejadekvatn&jsi technikou fenomeno-
logické sociologie, protoZe zprostfedkuje nejautentic-
t&j8i zaznam verbélnich i neverbélnich projevi chova-
ni, pfimo odraZejicich socidlni svét" (Velky
sociologicky slovnik 1996: 823).

Postoj fady naSich sociologl k pozorovani jako za-
kladni technice zji§tovani socidlnich dat vystihuje pfed-
stava o ,malé védeckosti“ ve smyslu subjektivnosti
a nekontrolovatelnosti ziskanych poznatkd, o které se
zmifiuje ve své stati i C. Vanderkar. MiZeme pouze
predpoklddat, Ze obtiZznost skutecné dlouhodobého po-
zorovani negativné ovliviiuje ochotu vyzkumnikd
uplatnit tento zplsob vyzkumu a Ze ur€itou roli pfitom
hraje i nezvyk populace na néj. ,Efekt morCete” (Dis-
man 1993: 132) v podobé& zkresleni vysledku pfi krat-
kodobém pozorovani, zpisobeny tim, Ze pozorovatel je
vnimdén silné ruliv€, pak miZe byt posilen a tato situ-
ace zpétn& pfispivd k urlité nedivéfe v pouZitelnost
pozorovani pfi vyzkumu.

Na rozdil od eské sociologie se jinde povaZuje po-
zorovani, a to zvIast€ pozorovani zicastnéné, za velmi
Castou techniku vyzkumu: ,,V této metod€ se sociolog
primo pfipoji do skupiny nebo komunity, kterou studu-
je. Vyzkumnik se snaZi stat akceptovanou ¢asti skupi-
ny"“ (Browne 1992: 416).

Pozorovani ma bohatou typologii (pozorovéni pfi-
mé, nepfimé, zicastnéné, nezicastnéné, utajené, zjevné
atd. a jejich kombinace), vZdy je to v8ak urcity druh
terénniho vyzkumu, a to miZe byt divodem zastupitel-
nosti termini , fieldwork“ a ,participant observation“
u nékterych autort: ,,V terénnim vyzkumu (fieldwork)
nebo zucastnéném pozorovani (participant observation)
— tyto dva terminy muZeme pouZivat zaméniteln& — Zije
vyzkumnik s¢ skupinou nebo komunitou, kterd ma byt
studovéna a pfipadné se zicastni pfimo na jejich akti-
vitich* (Giddens 1993: 684). Je zfejmé, Ze naSe termi-
nologie se pouZiva znaéné& odliiné — pod terénnim Set-
fenim rozhodné nebyva chipano totéZ jako zacCastnéné
pozorovéni. Terénni vyzkum je chdpan spiSe jako uri-
td faze vyzkumu (s pouZitim riznych technik), faze
shromaZdovani a ziskdvéni dat, ne pouze jako techni-
ka. Termin fieldwork bychom potom mohli pfeloZit ja-
ko samo pozorovéni v terénu. Lze k tomu oviem dodat,
Ze i termin ,,pozorovani muZe byt pojat Sifeji neZ jak
tuto techniku obvykle chapeme.
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ZUCASTNENE POZOROVANI

Zii¢astn&né pozorovani je nékdy nazgyvano ,.etnogra-
fie“ (Joseph 1990: 318): ,,V tomto pfipadé Zije vy-
zkumnik mezi lidmi, které studuje. V idedlnim pf¥ipadé
by je mé&l vyzkumnik kamkoliv doprovéazet, mél by
splynout s pozadim, naslouchat a zicastnit se konver-
zace a jinych aktivit ... Je lep3i vstoupit do terénu bez
pfedem urlenych hypotéz nebo tvrzeni, kterd maji byt
testovdna. SpiSe by se tyto hypotézy mé&ly vytvofit
z vaSeho pozorovéni... Vyzkumnik musi mit s lidmi,
které studuje, empatii, ale mé&l by byt opatrny, aby pfi-
1i§ nesympatizoval. Cilem je byt objektivni, ale stile si
uvédomovat, Ze absolutni objektivita je nemoZna.*

Presné v tomto smyslu bychom méli chapat zivéry
vyzkumu C. Vanderkar, kter4 jako cizinka ani nemohla
byt pfedem ovlivnéna pfedpoklddanymi hypotézami.
Meéla jsem moZnost v prib&hu jednoho roku pozorovat
jeji praci, zaloZenou na pozorovani v pravém slova
smyslu zicastnéném: nejen Ze ve vesnici Zila a prova-
déla etnograficky vyzkum formou hloubkovych rozho-
vort, ¢asovych studii, Zivotnich p¥ib&ha, neformalni
konverzace s obyvateli obce, ale také pomahala pfi nej-
ruznéjSich zemédé&lskych pracich, chodila do kostela,
vyucovala déti ve $kole angli¢ting, nav§tévovala vefej-
né schize a slavnosti, zGCastnila se nejraznéjich zvy-
ki (vanonich, velikono¢nich apod.). Ke zkoumanym
osob4dm nepfistupovala jako k objektim vyzkumu, ale
jako k partnerim.

Zda4 se, Ze pravé prostfedi venkovské obce jako re-
lativn€ uzaviengji celek je vhodn&jsi pro tento typ
ziCastnéného pozorovini. Neformalni struktura komu-
nikace pfispéje v pofetné omezeng&j§im okruhu k po-
mémé rychlej§imu ,,zvyku* na osobu vyzkumnika, zis-
kéni davéry — coZ je kliova otdzka — a odeznéni efektu
predvadéni se* pfed pozorovatelem.

Pfed antropologem v3ak vyvstava stejné dilema jako
pfed sociologem: zvaZit vyhody a rizika utajeného
ziCastnéného pozorovani a rozhodnout se bud pro ng,
nebo pro pozorovéni zicastnéné zjevné. (V pfipadé C.
Vanderkar byla forma zjevného pozorovéni déna jed-
nozna¢n& pfedem: atkoliv v Ceské republice byla uz
po tfeti a pfichazela s konverza¢ni znalosti jazyka, kte-
rou pak v prib&hu roku velmi zdokonalila, neSlo zasti-
rat, Ze se jednd o cizinku.)

Utajené zi¢astnéné pozorovani je technikou, se kte-
rou se setkdme v uéebnicich d&jin sociologie i v témér
dobrodruZnych piib&zich, protoZe se nékdy uplatnila
v prostfedich svym zpisobem rizikovych: pozorovatel
byl ,,lenem” gangu, problémové skupiny apod. Samo-
zfejm& umoZnilo pozorovani studovat i zcela b&Zné
skupiny, a pravé proto, Ze o pozorovéni nevéd€ly, ne-
bylo jejich chovani zkresleno ani ovlivnéno ani osobou
pozorovatele ani vyzkumem samotnym. Potud tato
technika vyzniva zcela jasné jako vyhodnéjsi.

Na druhé stran€ ma fadu rizik: od obrovské nérog-
nosti na dovednost vyzkumnika vykonévat kromé své
vlastni utajené role i dal3i ,kryci“ roli, pfes stily psy-
chicky stres, aZ k otdzkdm etického rizu.
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Je znatné diskutabilni, zda v dobg, kdy v televizi
a dokumentamnich filmech bé&Zné sledujeme scény tole-
né kvili autenti¢nosti skrytou kamerou, mime totéZ
prévo pfi seri6znim v&deckém vyzkumu: zda nezkres-
lenost poznatki ospravedlni oklaméni lidi, ktefi se
k nim chovaji uritym zpisobem v dobré vife, Ze ho-
vofi s osobou, za kterou se pfi utajeném pozorovani
vydavame. Snaha poznat urcité prostfedi, skupinu, ko-
munitu miZe jit také obtiZn&j8i cestou ziskavani divéry
dlouhodobym kontaktem s lidmi, béhem kterého vy-
zkumnik neskryvé sviij zdjem o n€ a oni si na n&j po-
stupné zvykaji.

Partnersky vztah pfi zG¢astnéném zjevném pozoro-
vani a odpovédné nakladani se ziskanou divérou sebou
pfinasi jeSt& jeden eticky poZadavek. Pravé proto, Ze
zkoumani respondenti vystupuji zcela nechrinéni ano-
nymitou, je tfeba jejich anonymitu a integritu socidlni-
ho prostfedi chrénit zv14$t€ pii zpracovéni vyzkumu —
nehled€ na to, Ze vétSina vysledki bude publikovana
v zahrani€i. I zahrani¢ni vyzkumnik dusledn& pracuje
s pseudonymy jak u osob, tak u mistniho vymezeni lo-
kality vyzkumu. Britskd sociologickd asociace se ve
svém etickém kodexu vyzkumu jednozna¢né vyslovuje
k pouZiti utajeného vyzkumu jen tam, kde neni moZné
Zidnou jinou technikou ziskat velmi podstatna zdkladni
fakta, zakazuje utajené pozorovéni provadét nezkuSe-
nym vyzkumnikim a trvd na dodrZeni anonymity res-
pondentd a na ziskdni jejich dodatetného souhlasu
s vyzkumem — je¥té p¥ed publikovanim vysledka (Har-
vey, MacDonald 1993: 4).

Zda se, Ze Gspéch neutajeného zicastnEného pozo-
rovAani spodiva vice neZ u jingch technik na odbornych,
ale i osobnostnich pfedpokladech vyzkumnika, ale také
na jeho moZnosti se pro tento sviij zamér angaZovat po
relativng dlouhou dobu. Tato podminka je oviem z hle-
diska ekonomické efektivnosti instituciondlniho vyzku-
mu soulasné velkou prekazkou cast&jsiho aplikovini
uvedené techniky.

Problém zkresleni vysledks pozorovani (bias) v8ak
nema jen tu stranu mince, kde se ,nepfirozen&“ chovaji
ti, ktefi jsou pozorovani. Na druhé stran€ musime u po-
zorovani poditat i se zkreslenim, které vznik4 na strané
pozorovatele: na ném zéleZi, Ceho si viimne, co bude
povaZovat za tak duleZité, aby to zaznamenal, do jaké
miry bude pfedem zaméfen na urité pfedpoklady. Na
ném také zileZi, jak bude pozorované realité rozumét,
jak ji pochopi, v ¢em uvidi souvislosti — tedy problém
interpretace. Toto zkresleni nelze odstranit, Ize s nim
jen pogitat. C. Vanderkar je si védoma ovlivnéni svého
vyzkumu a snaZi se o ,,objektivitu“ kombinovanim po-
zorovéni a zdznamu o ném s nejriznéj¥imi dal¥imi da-
ty a technikami. DuleZity je také cil pozorovéni — kva-
litativni vyzkum nechce suplovat reprezentativni
vyzkumy celé venkovské nebo zemé&d€lské populace,
ale detailnim popisem osobng a dikladn& poznané rea-
lity p¥ispét k tomu, co Mills naz§va propojenim mezi
historii a biografii a povaZuje to za jeden z hlavnich
piinost sociologie pro kazdého z nas (Sirovétka 1992: 7).
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VYZKUMNIK — CIZINEC

V této souvislosti je tfeba uvaZit vyhody a limity
vyzkumnika — cizince. Antropologové se dostavali do
této role pfi svych vyzkumech vzdalenych kultur tra-
di¢ng, v soucasné dob€ se zménil viak jejich akéni ra-
dius: nezabyvaji se uZ jen jinymi neZ tzv. zdpadnimi
kulturami, ale snaZi se o etnografické zkoumani jaké-
koliv soucasné kultury, ¢asto odli¥né od své vlastni.
Stejné jako sociologové pfitom vychazeji z koncepce
tzv. kulturniho relativismu.

Podle Dismana (1993: 326) je pro sociologii meta-
fora cizince (cizinec jako sociolog — sociolog jako ci-
zinec) velmi pfinosné: ,,... sociolog je profesiondlnim
cizincem“. KaZd4 jind kultura/subkultura neZ jeho
vlastni miZe byt pro sociologa obtiZna k porozuméni,
nepochopitelnd a nepochopend, bere-li na ni vyzkum-
nik méfitka své kultury vlastni. V tomto smyslu mame
pfi vyzkumu ve své vlastni jazykové a historické ob-
lasti tedy vyhodu pouze relativni: proti skute¢nému ci-
zinci jsme na jedné strané zvyhodnéni znalosti jazyka
a kontext tradice, ale také znevyhodnéni pravé v du-
sledku toho i men3i rozliSovaci schopnosti viéi jevim,
které pfi pozorovani povaZujeme za samoziejmé a béz-
né v nadi spole¢né dominantni kultufe. Antropologové
proti ndm maji vice zkuSenosti s vyzkumy odli¥nych
kultur.

Cizinec si pak umi ,,v§imnout vice detaild v ritua-
lech a zvycich, které jsou pro Cechy b&Zné nebo spo-
le¢né* (Vanderkar 1998). Pfiklanim se i k pfesvédCeni
C. Vanderkar, Ze jsou lidé ochotng&j§i ji podrobnéji in-
formovat o venkovskych tradicich pravé proto, Ze je
cizinka a nepfedpokladaji, Ze by je mohla znat. Pfi tom
vznikd vlastn& dialog, kdy ob¢ strany — pozorovatel
i pozorovani vzdjemné konfrontuji a srovnavaji své
vlastni projevy odliSnych kultur — pfi vzijemném po-
chopeni existence rozdilu a vyznamu tolerance k nim.
Navic vyzkumnik — cizinec miZe mit mensi sklon ,,vy-
kladat*“ pozorované jevy a vice se snaZit o jejich co
nejpresnéjsi popis. Principem, ze kterého vychazi
i zkoumani C. Vanderkar je ,dit slovo tém, které stu-
dujeme*.

V neposledni fadé je zicastnéné dlouhodobé pozo-
rovani prakticky uskutecnitelné pfedevsim pfi studij-
nim pobytu, kdy vyzkumnik je ,,vyvdzan*“ ze svého ob-
vyklého socidlniho okoli, vazeb a povinnosti, coz je
vétSinou mozné spide pfi pobytu mimo vlastni domov
vyzkumnika.

Vénovali jsme se podrobngji situaci ciziho pozoro-
vatele proto, Ze b&Zné pfevlada opodstatnény nizor, Ze
bez dobré znalosti jazyka a viech kulturnich souvislosti
je nemoZné uskute¢nit dobry terénni vyzkum. Rada ci-
zich praci, které studovaly proces nasi transformace
venkova a zemé&d€lstvi, nasvédCuje zajmu o proces so-
cidlnich zmé&n v odli§nych kulturich. Nékteré ze studii
viak skute¢n& pusobily dojmem zkratkovitého a po-
vrchniho proniknuti do nali reality a pouZivanim sché-
mat osv&dtenych jinde. To by nasvéd&ovalo predpokla-
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du, Ze cizinec — vyzkumnik nem4 pfili§ 3anci dospét
k validnim vysledkim .

ZicCastnéné pozorovini vSak vétSinou nema za cil
poskytnout ,,objektivn&" reliabilni vysledky a nem4 cti-
Zadost zobectiovat poznatky. Proto i cizinec miZe mit
ze svého ,.cizinectvi, odli¥nosti vyhody a pfinaSet al-
ternativni a validni pohled na pozorované jevy. Jak jiZ
bylo uvedeno, prostfedi menSich lokalit miZe po Case
minimalizovat omezeni cizince a poskytnout mu spife
vyhody. Cizince zatnou lidé brat jako ,,svého* a sami
pfejimaji roli nikoliv studovanych objektu, ale expertd,
ktefi cizince uvedou do jemu neznamé reality.

Soudasti terénnich vyzkumi s pomoci zi¢astnéného
pozorovéni jsou i razné typy rozhovoru. Tady ma zcela
zfejmou vyhodu domdci vyzkumnik, zvI43t€ u rozho-
vord hloubkovych. Jemné nuance a kontexty zakonité
musi byt velmi obtiZné pro porozuméni cizince. Piesto
bych poznamenala, Ze i zde néco hraje pozitivni roli
pro ciziho vyzkumnika — pfi ziCastnéném pozorovéni
a b&Zné konverzaci jiZ mohl ziskat divéru lidi a sbliZit
se s nimi, takZe faktor spole¢né straveného asu mu
pomahd i pfi technice interview.

ZAVER

Soucasny hlub3i zijem o kvalitativni postupy vy-
zkumu v sociologii znamend i renesanci nékterych vy-
zkumnych technik, pouZivanych v &eské sociologii mé-
né Casto. Jednou z nich je i ziCastnéné pozorovani,
které se svym zaloZenim jevi jako velmi vhodné pro
nékteré typy zkoumdni v ohranifenych celcich. Pfed-
poklada davérné sezndmeni a detailni poznéni zkouma-
ného celku a je zaloZeno na vyzkumnikové schopnosti
sbliZeni s prostfedim pfi zachovani systematického pfi-
stupu i ur€itého stupné vnitfniho odstupu. Zicastnéné
pozorovéni je zna¢né Casov€ naro¢né, pokud ma splnit
své cile. Byva kombinovano s fadou daldich technik,
z nichZ necastéjsi jsou rizné typy rozhovoru. Specific-
ka je situace srovndvacich vyzkumu riznych kultur,
kdy je pozorovatelem cizinec. Kromé viech obtiZi, kte-
ré v tomto pfipadé vznikaji, je moZno dokumentovat
i urCita pozitiva, kterd vyplynou z neznalosti zkoumané
kultury. Pfi ziu¢astnéném pozorovini je vyznamni otéiz-
ka etiky nejen provedeni vyzkumu, ale i publikovani
jeho vysledkd tak, aby nebyla ohroZena anonymita
zkoumaného prostfedi a aby nebyla naru$ena jeho in-
tegrita. Z etického hlediska (pfes nevyhody pocéteni-
ho zna¢ného zkresleni chovani sledovanych lidi) se jevi
jako méné problematicka forma ziicastnéného pozoro-
vani neutajeného, kdy je znima skutena totozZnost vy-
zkumnika.

Jeden z vyzkumi moravské vesnice byl uskutenén
touto technikou v roce 1998 americkou antropolozkou.
(Odkazujeme na ¢lanek C. Vanderkar v tomto &isle.)
Pohled kulturni antropologie je velmi blizky pohledu
kvalitativniho sociologického vyzkumu pravé v pros-
tfedi subkultury urCité lokality. Jako velmi uZitetné se
pro sociologii venkova i pro kultumni antropologii jevi
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objevovani ,.samoziejmého” v kaZzdodennim Zivoté lidi
i jeho dokresleni o detaily prostfednictvim zitastn&né-
ho pozorovéni. Shoda cile poznini u obou véd i shoda
nékterych postupi je doprovézena shodou etickych zi-
sad.
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BOTTLENECKS OF SME AND THEIR ELIMINATION IN
SERVICES AND CRAFTS IN RURAL AREAS OF THE
CZECH REPUBLIC!

TEZKO PRUCHODNA MISTA V ROZVOJI VENKOVSKEHO MALEHd
A STREDNIHO PODNIKANI V CESKE REPUBLICE

R. Jehle

European Research Station for Rural Areas (EFLR), University of Hohenheim, Stuttgart,
Germany '

ABSTRACT: Relatively few studies have explored the bottlenecks of SME in rural areas of the Czech Republic by the
examination of location factors. This study draws these problems on the basis of an empirical research which was done in
two sample regions of the Czech Republic. Starting from the observation of differences in growth rates of new enterprises
between rural areas and agglomerations, a sector with strong locational influences on its development is identified by
shift-share analysis. Further by a standardized questionnaire, locational aspects of enterprises in these sector are analyzed. In
a conclusion approaches are shown for a future development.

Key words: Czech Republic, rural areas, SME, location factors, shift-share analysis, employment

ABSTRAKT: Otazkami problémt (,bolesti) malého a stfedniho podnikéni ve venkovskych oblastech Ceské republiky
z pohledu faktori spojenych s uréitou lokalitou se aZ doposud zabyvalo relativn& mélo odbornych studii. Tento &lanek
pfistupuje ke zmin&nym problémim na z4kladé empirického vyzkumu, ktery se uskutecnil ve dvou okresech Ceské republiky,
jez byly vybréany jako vzorek. Clanek zaCiné charakteristikou rozdilnosti v rychlosti riistu poétu novych podnikd mezi
venkovskymi oblastmi a méstskymi aglomeracemi. Nasledné je s pomoci shift-share analyzy identifikovan sektor, v némZ
existuji silné lokaliza&ni vlivy na jeho rozvoj. Nasledné jsou analyzovany lokalizagni faktory podniki v tomto sektoru
s pomoci standardizovaného dotazniku. V zavéry jsou piedestieny rizné pfistupy k budoucimu vyvoji.

KliZové slova: Ceska republika, venkovské oblasti, malé a stfedni podnikani, lokaliza&ni faktory, shift-share analyza, zamé&st-
nanost

INTRODUCTION However, this is not a peculiar problem of the tran-
sition countries. Western countries are facing the same

The economic recovery of the Czech Republic, problems. But the already published paper about a tran-
which appeared very successful until 1996, is strongly  sition theory singles out that the former command
related with the emergence of an increasing number of  economy significantly influences the current develop-
SMEZ. But the success is not nationwide. There is a ment to a market economy and the regional structures.
difference between Rural and Urban Areas. This is supported by results that disparities in the SME
development even exist among Rural Areas. It was sup-

1] am grateful to the European Union ACE-Phare program and to the Herzog-Carl-scholarship of the University of Hohenheim
for providing the projects financing for this work. Useful assistance and information has been provided by Michal Lostak, Helena
Hudeckova and Eva Kucerova of the Department of Humanities, Czech Agriculture University, Magdalena Hrabankova of the
Research Institute of Agriculture Economics, Prague. Additional support came from Ladislav Charvat and Lubomir Klaban of
the district office in Bruntal as well as Dagmar Hrebikova of the district office of Prachatice, various entrepreneurs in Bruntal
and Prachatice, Czech Ministry of Agriculture, Czech Ministry of Regional Development and Anja Stolz for data processing and
comments on the draft of the project report.

2The definition for SME is not quite clear in different contributions. In the context of the current paper, it is used by number of
employment. In the Czech Republic this is currently the only reliable figure for measurement. Enterprises up to 500 employees
are SME. If they have less than 50 employees, it is possible to classify them as small enterprises. As in various OECD publication
on SME in transformation economies, the paper also includes the selfemployed as enterprises. If there is part-time employment
then it depends on the percentage of working hours per week. If more than 50% is used for the enterprise then it is calculated as
fulltime.
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posed that the economic structure in Rural Areas and
the disadvantages in technical infrastructure could be
an explanation for the differences. Therefore, it could
be assumed that locational disadvantages existing con-
cerning the foundation of businesses. But they have not
been identified yet and their influence on the emer-
gence of the enterprises is unknown.

The objective of the paper is to identify the sector
with strong locational disadvantages and to specify the
bottlenecks for the SME development in that sector in
Rural Areas and derive some conclusions for the future
regional policy. The elaboration is based on an empiri-
cal survey in two sample regions of the Czech Repub-
lic. The first part of the paper will stress the differences
in SME development in the Czech Republic. This is
followed by the identification of a sector with loca-
tional problems by shift-share analysis. The third part
specifies locational disadvantages by a standardized
questionnaire among the local businesses. The results
of this case study are not representative for the overall
situation in Rural Areas of the Czech Republic. The last
part of the article summarizes the support policy of the
Czech Republic for SME in respect to the sample areas.

DIFFERENCES BETWEEN RURAL AND URBAN
AREAS IN THE NUMBER OF NEW SME

Based on the entrepreneurial law of 1990, the foun-
dation of new SME increased quickly (Bohati 1996).

Within the so called small privatization, more than
20.000 units of enterprises in the services and crafts
were transformed (Cf. Mladek 1997: 46; Némec 1997:
74; Musil et al. 1997: 256). Most of the privatized units
were retailshops and services (Cf. Earle et al. 1994: p.
46ff;, Ministry of Economy 1996). Although details
exist about the restituted and privatized enterprises by
auction and by voucher privatization, there is no dis-
tinction in the development of SME between Rural and
Urban Areas.

Figure 1 rules out the differences in the development
of new firms between different structured regions. The
data about the number of new firms are available on
the district level. Therefore the comparison between the
different structured districts makes the differences ob-
vious. Ostrava and Pilsen are urban districts, whereas
Bruntél and Prachatice® are rural dominated. Both rural
districts have a lower growth of new firms. The regions
of South Bohemia and North Moravia as references are
influenced by the cities Budweis and Olomouc respec-
tively.

Besides the difference in the formation of new firms,
there is a change in the sectorial distribution of employ-
ment in Rural and Urban Areas. Figure 2 shows that
agriculture show strongest decrease in employment. In
the past it was the main employer in Rural Areas. The
spatial economic relationship were based so far on the
organizational structure of the collectivized agriculture.
This is remodeled now in accordance to the market and
by market forces themselves. It results in a decrease of

Districts and Regions
Ostrava
Budwise
Bruntal
Prachatice
South Bohemia i 61,7
North Moravia : : L]3],2
Czech Republic I l : [41,9
T I T— T
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70

Development in percent

1. Development of the number of new SME in urban and rural dominated areas between 1992 and 1995 in percent

3The two sample regions are Bruntil and Prachatice. They were picked on the basis of the socio-economic situation in the Czech
Republic. The calculation included indicators such as share of unqualified labor, remoteness, unemployment, infrastructure, etc.
cf. Jehle, (1997): Regional competition, regional potentials and their realization in rural areas as a strategy for the development
of transition economies. Final Report ACE PHARE. University of Hohenheim. The chosen regions had the worst conditions and
were at the bottom of the ranking. Bruntl is at the border to Poland and Prachatice is in the west at the border to Germany. They
are both rural, less favored areas which had in the past mainly agriculture employment. The two districts are representative for
rural less favored areas in border zones. As it is objective to identify obstacles in such kind of regions the case study makes it
possible to draw some conclusions which could be of relevance for more than one rural area.
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2. Development of the sectorial distribution of employment in % between 1991 and 1995 in Bruntél and Prachatice

the total employment and therefore in an increase of
unemployment if the new firms are not able to absorb
the redundant workers. Overall the distribution of em-
ployment shifts from agriculture to services and crafts.

Between 1991 and 1995 Prachatice had the sharpest
reduction in the total workforce with more than 18%.
In Bruntil this reduction counts 14%. But both districts
were above the national average which was about
11,6% for the same time.

But while the total employment in services was
shrinking, inside the sector there is a different develop-
ment. Especially financing and insurance branches in
services are growing. The growth of a sector or a
branch depends on the economic attractiveness of the
region. In other words, regions can provide locational
advantages and disadvantages which are of importance
for the investment behavior of enterprises and therefore
for the emergence of new firms. Usually these advan-
tages or disadvantages are not obvious in all regions of
a transformation economy, because it depends on the
information systems. But to promote business and en-
trepreneurship, it is of significance to identify these
conditions in order to support the first while eliminat-
ing the latter.

METHODS FOR THE IDENTIFICATION OF
LOCATIONAL DISADVANTAGES

The shift-share analysis could be used for the iden-
tification of sectors where the development is strongly
influenced by locational aspects. It is an appropriate
instrument to single out reasons for different develop-
ments in regions by distinguishing in a structural and
a location effect. But it does not identify these location

ZEMEDELSKA EKONOMIKA, 45, 1999 (1): 39-49

factors. The data used for this are usually employment
figures for a sector in a region or for the region in total.

The principal of the methodology is quite simple.
The total change in employment in a sample region is
the so-called fotal effect. This could be distinguished in
a structure effect and a locational one. The structure
effect is the change in employment in a region if the
sector in question had the same growth rate as the refer-
ence region. In fact, it could be said that in the struc-
tural effect regional influences are excluded. Regional
influences in this case could be infrastructure, climate,
education, housing situation etc.

On the other hand, the location effect shows the
difference between the real change in the region and
the change in the reference region. In other words, the
change of employment which could not be explained
by growth trend in the reference area is a result of
location effects. By using this method for different
branches, it is possible to identify the sectors and
branches which have the strongest locational influences
on their development.

However, the identified sectors and branches which
are influenced strongly by locational conditions do not
give a complete picture of the situation. The results of
the shift-share analysis are not precise because focus-
ing on the basic year with the structure at that time can
imply bias. The share of employment of the sectors is
kept constant until the end of the period and changes
in the structure between the beginning and the end are
not considered. Furthermore, the outcome of the loca-
tion effect is a residual figure and difficult to interpret.
This implies that location and structure quality are not
independent. But in fact exchanges exist between both
(Tengler 1989: 31). Therefore, the analysis of the loca-
tion factor® by shift-share analysis can neither show
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determinants of the location quality nor results for the
regional policy measures. It does not supply enough
data for conclusions to be drawn as to how to proceed.

By using a standardized questionnaire, parts of this
weaknesses could be eliminated. Therefore the study
focused first on a bundle of location factors. A stan-
dardized questionnaire asking for the grading of impor-
tance and quality of location factors as well as the
performance of enterprises, their employment charac-
teristics, the backward and forward linkages, coopera-
tion, institutions and financing gives a more detailed
picture of the districts.

SECTORS WITH LOCATIONAL INFLUENCES

The results of the shift-share analysis listed by sec-
tors and in services by branches, demonstrates loca-
tional influences onto the development of employment
in both regions. Mainly affected there were services
and crafts. Figure 3 shows that especially the private
services were affected negatively by local reasons. For
Bruntél the location factor has a value of —18,4% and
for Prachatice it is even higher. The strongest negative
influence in Bruntal is in tourism and restaurants. In
Prachatice this strong influence is on finance and in-
surance. A reason for the decline in Bruntal is the de-
crease as public holiday resort which was established
in the mountain region of the district. The decline of
finance and insurance in Prachatice is not able to ex-
plain the current background information.

Besides locational disadvantages, both regions show
advantages as well. As we can see in Bruntdl the con-
struction sector heavily increased as well as the indus-
try in Prachatice. The industry in Prachatice benefits
from the closeness to Germany. After 1989 German
companies transferred their production plants to the
Czech Republic to use the advantage of the low labor
costs. But overall Tab. I demonstrates that Prachatice
has more local disadvantages than Bruntal because the
total location factor for Prachatice is lower than the one
for Bruntal.

The two districts were chosen for the empirical
analysis. Four villagcs5 were picked in each of them
for the survey. The criteria for the choice were the size,
the remoteness from the economic center of the district,
the business structure and the number of enterprises.
The size of each village is between 2,000 and 6.000
people. The remoteness from the economic centers
should imply that just a minority is commuting from
the sample village to the center of the district. The

L Results of shift-share analysis in Bruntdl and Prachatice, location
effect in %

Sector Bruntal | Prachatice
Agriculture -1.7 +7:3
Industry 2.8 10.1
Construction 35.8 -30.6
Service total -5.0 -84
Private services -18.4 -21.2
Wholesale, retail, garage -14.9 -9.1
Tourism and restaurant —69.0 -9.1
Transportation and telecommunication -10.2 -17.7
Financing and insurance -14.2 -57.2
Real estate, research and development -12.3 -37.4
Public administration 5.1 -2.8
Education 0.3 34
Health and social security 53 -4.0
Other services 26.6 9.2
Total -2.4 =72

timeframe in the survey covers the actual situation in
April 1997 and the year before.

The sample of 255 businesses was chosen from the
commercial list in the district offices®. The enterprises
cover a wide variety of branches, although only serv-
ices and crafts were chosen. But according to them they
have to be active in various branches such as whole-
sale, crafts and food processing to survive. More than
28,5% were active in wholesale and services. As ex-
pected, most of the small enterprises are natural per-
sons. Only 25% of the enterprises had the legal status
of a limited liability company. The foundation of the
surveyed enterprises took place shortly after the velvet
revolution between 1990 and 1991. The qualification
of the owners and managers was dominated by manu-
facturing and technical education. Only 4% of the own-
ers and managers in Prachatice had a background in
agriculture. In Bruntdl it was slightly more with 5,7%.

In respond to the questions asking for their motiva-
tion to establish the enterprise, the main answer was
the desire for independence. In Prachatice the second
reason was the hope for improving their personal fi-
nancial situation. In contrast the enterprises in Bruntal
are more market-oriented and mentioned because of a
good idea and a market chance.

The economic performance of the enterprises was
difficult to measure because they refused to give details
about revenues, profits etc. Therefore it was tried to
seize the performance on a qualitative basis by asking

4In this context a location factor is an influence for the decision of the enterprise for the future development. There are existing
hard and soft factors. A hard one is e.g. the traffic infrastructure such as the street network, railway tracks or the available
information technology. Soft factors would be housing, environment etc.

5The chosen villages in both districts could be seen as representatives for the rural villages in the districts. They cover the full

range of varieties in each of them.

6The chosen enterprises are far from being representative for the region. But with the choice of them the different conditions in
the districts were considered and the results of the questionnaire could be used as trend and basis for a broader analysis in this
case. Anyway, itis not necessary to have for such kind of research the assumption that the enterprises’ manager are fully informed
because a case-studies objective is to identify trends and problems for further research.
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for the strengths and weaknesses of the business. Fur-
thermore, the focus onto the development of revenues
and labor gives further information. The development
of labor and revenues is quite successful. Most of the
enterprises had positive results in these figures, al-
though there was a difference between Prachatice and
Bruntdl. In Bruntil, 69,3 % of the enterprises had in-
creasing revenues, in Prachatice just 47,3 %. In contrast
more than 20% (Tab. II) told in Prachatice that the
revenues were decreasing. An explanation is probably
the increase in competition with western companies
and the shift of the demand. The development of the
work force increased as well. Compared with Pracha-
tice, Bruntél did better, because the closeness of Ger-
many and Austria has a negative influence on Pracha-
tice. One reason is that highly qualified labor
commutes to Germany and Austria. Secondly, the sam-
ple in Bruntél consists of more enterprises with em-
ployees, whereas self-employed businesses (the share
of them in the sample of Prachatice is higher) did not
had a need for additional labor.

II. Development of labor force and the revenues in the sample dis-
tricts in the last two years in %

Prachatice Bruntal
labor revenues labor revenues
Increase 28.3 47.3 55.2 69.3
Decrease 16.3 20.3 14,1 6.8
Same level 55.3 234 30.6 23.9

The figures are the share of enterprises with the corresponding an-
swer.

The focus on the strengths and weaknesses of the
firms makes further conclusions possible although it is
obvious that the managers are likely to blame rather
external conditions for a failure then internal ones.
However, the strongest point was seen in a good serv-
ice. Especially construction companies see this as their
main advantages in both districts. Furthermore, the
qualification of the workforce is further seen as advan-
tageous. The enterprises see weaknesses in the lack of
money for further investment. Generally, the smaller
the enterprises the more difficulties they have to get
access to financial resources and credits. Former co-op-
eratives have more problems with rthe distance to the
markets.

After the identification of the services as a sector
which is influenced strongly by locational conditions,
the description of the enterprises is a necessity but it
does not single out the key issues for the problems in
the foundation of new firms. In the following the bar-
riers for these development are showed and analyzed
on the basis of the survey.

BARRIERS TO SME DEVELOPMENT IN THE
SAMPLE REGIONS OF BRUNTAL AND
PRACHATICE

SME in Central and Eastern European countries face
different key barriers relating to various states of the
transformation process and the enterprise’s life cycle or
its sector. Generally obstacles to development can be
broadly classified in external and internal factors. Ex-
ternal barriers include first of all the overall external
environment of private enterprises: the macro eco-
nomic development and the institutional — physical and
non physical — infrastructure. Internal barriers com-
prise obstacles resulting out of the structure of the in-
dividual enterprise and possible weakness of the
owner’s, respectively the employees’ knowledge re-
garding the requirements of market economies (Welter
1997: 7). In context with regional development the pa-
per focuses mainly on the external barriers and bottle-
necks of the enterprises influenced by a meso economic
development of the region in the Czech Republic7.

External barriers on the regional level

The “meso-economic development is a crucial bar-
rier which influences SME in a basic way. Investment
of enterprises can be seen as variable for the expecta-
tions relating to the long term economic development
and stability of the economy" (Smallbone 1997: 8).
These investments are influenced by a bundle of loca-
tion factors in a region. The quality and the future
grading of location factors are of relevance for the in-
vestment behavior of the enterprises. These bundle of
location factors could be compressed into different
categories. These categories are the so called potential
factors (Biehl et.al. 1975: 31ff). In the survey we verse
able to distinguish five factors:

— Labor force and employment

Supply and distribution network

Regional cooperation

Legal framework and institutions

Financial infrastructure.

In the following the location factors will be as-
signed to the five “factors* and some conclusions
drawn for the regional development and especially for
the sample districts. Figure 5 shows the grading of the
enterprises for 27 location factors. They were graded
by the importance and the qualitys. The inner circle
shows the guality and outside the importance is shown.
The graph summarizes the answers of the enterprises
with the characteristic important and not so important
on the side of the importance and very high and high
on the side of the guality. The closer it is to 100% the

7In this context meso-economic influences are the institutional conditions on a regional and a local level.
8The importance is a result of the number of enterprises which responded to this category. The enterprises ha:d to grade_ the
importance by a scale of four opportunities ranging from “very important*“ o “not important*. The scale of the quality was divided

in three categories.
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more the enterprises see the corresponding location
Jactor as important and the higher they grade the qual-
ity respectively. In a second step the graph allows some
conclusions for the future development of the region.
If quality and importance is compared it could be de-
duced the scarcity of a factor and therefore the potential
for future development in the regiong. But first of all
the most relevant location factors for the sample re-
gions will be analyzed in a brief description.

In an overall perspective most important by far for
businesses in Bruntil is the distance to the markets for
selling the products. This is followed by access to modern
communications and the level of salaries. The fourth
point is access to services. As far as quality is consid-
ered, we can see that the four factors mentioned have
a very low quality from the enterprises’ perspective.
Graded according to by quality, demonstrated in the
inner circle of the graph, enterprises in Bruntil said that
the quality of the local traffic network and the avail-
ability of recreation facilities is worst. This is followed
by state support programs. Very positively seen is the
ecological situation in the region as well as the close-
ness to other branches. So far, there are no agglomera-
tion advantages measurable in Bruntil. But in contrast
enterprises see a good chance in the image of the region
and the price for land for further industrial activities.

Prachatice

The best development perspective according to the lo-
cation factors would have tourism which is depends on
the image of the region and the ecological situation.

In contrast to that in Prachatice there is the quality
and access to secondary education the most important
factor followed by the availability of housing. Further-
more the closeness to other branches and the access to
traffic network is seen as significant too. This reflects
the handicap of Prachatice that no major state road is
passing this district as well as they have not got any
access to the railway network. Surprisingly in contrast
to Bruntél the enterprises see a need in the contacts to
research facilities. According to guality the enterprises
see advantages in the availability of foreign investment
capital. Therefore the region benefits from the close-
ness to Germany and Austria. Surprisingly the regions
ecological situation is not as good as it appears. But a
positive perspective for the development of tourism
provides the availability of recreation facilities as well
as the quality of the public transportation. Overall the
district would have chances in the potentials for develop-
ment of the information technology and software, be-
cause of the contacts to research and the availability
of foreign investment capital. Furthermore, the avail-
ability of recreation facilities would make the district
very attractive for such businesses.

3. Quality and importance of location factors in the sample districts in 1997

Inner circle = quality ; outer circle = importance

1 quality and access to secondary education, 2 distance to markets for selling products, 3 state order, 4 level of net salary, 5 access to business
services, 6 closeness to inputs and resources, 7 quality of services, 8 quality and access railway, 9 availability of modern communication,
10 cost of community services, 11 availability of recreation facilities, 12 quality of local traffic network, 13 level of cost for energy, 14
image of region, 15 state support programs, 16 access to social security, 17 quality and access to public transportation, 18 level of ecological
restrictions, 19 foreign capital, 20 level of cost for land, 21 ecological situation of region, 22 availability-land for construction, 23 contact
to research, 24 access to traffic network, 25 closeness to other branches, 26 closeness to same branch, 27 availability of housing

9 The methodology on this hypothesis is not elaborated here. It is referred to the literature of the identification of regional potential

and endogenous potential.
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Labor force and employment

In the following, the categories of external barriers
are analyzed more closely in accordance to the results
of the survey. The transition implies for the workers
and employees as well as for the enterprises an adjust-
ment process. The competitiveness of the enterprises in
the national and international markets is determined not
at least by its laborforce’s motivation and qualification.
The smaller a business (size of enterprises) is, the more
the employees are responsible for the performance of
the enterprise.

Although the distribution of employment shifted be-
tween 1992 and 1995 from agriculture to services and
crafts, most of the enterprises in the sample regions
have difficulties to find adequate employees. Firstly
most of the people have an agriculture background edu-
cation and therefore not the skills for jobs in services
and crafts. The advantage of the availability of labor
force, which is determined by the unemployment rate,
is eliminated by the low skills of the non-qualified la-
bor force. Furthermore the enterprises complained
about the skills of the employees, holding a University
degree or a diploma of special training schools. More
than 50% of the enterprises were not satisfied with the
skills of their educated employees. But there is a dif-
ference between men and women. Women’s skills were
worse evaluated than men’s. Second key issue is the
motivation of labor. Although motivation is difficult to
measure, the enterprises responded that the involve-
ment of the employees is usually quite low. In this case
there is no strong distinction between men and women.
But it is significant that there is a difference between
the employees holding a degree or diploma and the
ones without education. Generally the educated ones
are graded to have a better motivation. The enterprises
blame mainly the “high social benefits “ and the “lower
standard of public transportation* in Rural Areas for
the low motivation of the labor force.

A strategy to eliminate the deficits is introducing
training opportunities for the labor force in the region
according to the requirements of the enterprises. The
programs could be either public organized or the train-
ing opportunities of the enterprises have to be im-
proved. Own training or targeted training by agencies
to the enterprises requirements will significantly influ-
ence the success of the firms. In Bruntil only 26% of
the business are offering training opportunities. While
looking at the distribution of the training facilities by
legal status of the companies, it is significant that more
than half of them (54,2%) were natural persons and
42,2% were limited liability companies. By branch it
was significant that the processing industries offered
more opportunities than other branches. If it is distin-

guished by the education of the owners, the prejudice
is confirmed that the ones with university degrees are
more likely to offer training possibilities. Training con-
tributes as well to the support of innovation and inter-
regional and regional cooperation (Schroers 1995:
162). An important contribution in this context could
be made by the regional Universities and public train-
ing schools. But such institutions are not existing in the
surveyed districts. In areas where such institutions did
not exist and the supply of qualified labor is less than
average, further education opportunil.iesm gain impor-
tance for qualification. This could be equalized by
training inside the companies.

Further education was offered to employees by 90%
of the enterprises which also provide training. The fur-
ther education has to be done outside the enterprise and
has to be paid mainly by the employees themselves.
Some businesses pay half of the costs. In contrast 28%
of enterprises without training opportunities provide
further education. By this they try to eliminate the lack
of employees qualification. Further education is
mainly offered in construction. Furthermore the survey
singled out that enterprises which offer further educa-
tion grade the qualification of their female labor force
better than the enterprises without. An important influ-
ence onto the motivation of the employees has the level
of salaries which is low, the lack in education, the
former socialistic working constitution and the lack of
corporate identity.

A conclusion is that firstly the education system has
to be adjusted to the needs of the firms. The system
lacks especially in the skills for the business but as well
in crafts. Secondly, training and further education has
to be promoted by the administrations to make a better
requalification of the workforce with an agriculture
background possible and to improve the skills, flexibil-
ity and motivation of the current workforce.

Relations to the supply- and distribution network

But not just the workforce is relevant for the com-
petitiveness of the firms. It depends on a bundle of
macro- and meso-economic conditions. This includes
the up- and downstream sector for the relevant com-
pany. Transition economies usually have a lack in sup-
ply and distribution channels, because the former state
enterprises had their own network. But most of these
networks are still existing and therefore do not match
the requirements of the SME. These distribution chan-
nels are not just of relevance for the interregional mar-
ket but as well as for the local one.

But SME are not just depended on the distribution
channels. They need as well an operational supply in-

10In this context the expression “further education* refers to learning new skills besides the regular employment. This could be
either part time or full time. The opportunity could be given in special institutions or in the enterprise itself. In contrast to that is
training an apprenticeship in the enterprises itself which last between two and three years and which resultin a degree or a diploma

for the student.
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dustry. If e.g. the produced goods and services are sup-
posed to be competitive on the local or national market,
the supply and demand has to be in coordination with
the production. Furthermore, for SME it is more diffi-
cult to set up a distribution network then it is for big
companies. Therefore the cooperation on a regional
level is significant.

On the input side, the companies complained about
price of the products. The second problem was the
distance to the distributor and the third was the lack of
a distributor or a market. Also, some of them had
problems with the traffic network in this case. The ac-
tivities and the markets for the enterprises mainly took
place in the community, the district and the Czech Re-
public. Only a few buy in Poland, Germany and Aus-
tria.

Products were sold mainly to the consumers and
other private enterprises. The share of state enterprises
in the demand for goods is still high. Because most of
the clients are private customers, the businesses usually
do not have a problem with distribution. The clients
pick up goods and services anyways. More problematic
is market information. 32% complain about the lack of
it or the unprofessional kind of services which are of-
fered. A further point were the cost of labor, in distri-
bution.

Furthermore, enterprises were concerned about the
variation of demand. This implies that some of them
are not familiar with the characteristics of market
economies. Payment for products is mainly done in
cash. 53% of businesses sell on a cash basis. Almost
43% offer bank transfer. Only a low percentage sells it
on credit or barter.

Regional cooperation, consulting and institutional
framework

Regional cooperation is not yet very widely ac-
cepted as a significant tool for improving the situation
of enterprises. One significant aspect is the integration
of enterprises. Especially the support offered at the
foundation of SME could be improved by integration.
Further competitiveness could be improved by using
economies of scales.

The survey showed that a lack in cooperation be-
tween companies exists, as well as between companies
and public organizations. Only 71% work together with
any kind of other services or with public organizations.
But there is a difference according to the form of en-
terprises. Only 70% of the natural persons cooperate
whereas the figure is 80% for limited liability compa-
nies and 100% for joint-stock companies. The first told
us that they think it is not necessary. Problems mainly
exist in the cooperation with public administration.
They do not trust them and see them as incompetent.
But on the other hand the administration does not see
aneed for the development of SMEs according to them.

In cooperation with other services, the businesses
see the most necessity in accounting. 31% have an ac-
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countant and 26% are working with insurance compa-
nies. Even 29% work together with an advertising
agency and 12% use other kinds of business consulting.
The enterprises have problems with the quality of fi-
nancial services and other business services. This could
be improved as tax consulting is seen as a good service.
The businesses only demand tax information, because
in replay to the question as to which services they are
not interested in, they said financial and business con-
sulting. 35% of enterprises mentioned that a branch is
missing for them.

Legal institutions are fundamental for SME deve-
lopment in defining the property rights inclusive rules
for exchanging them, in setting rules for the market
entry and exit and in promoting competition (World
Bank 1996: 88). Creation of an adequate legal frame-
work involves laws regulating the property rights,
bankruptcy, contracts, commercial activities and taxes.
The Czech Republic has taken steps to build up this
legal framework. But in the banking sector some prob-
lems remain. It is almost completed. They base their
law on some extent on pre-war models (Lageman et al.
1994: 116-117). Furthermore the enterprises in the
Czech Republic are facing a frequent change of tax
regulation which requires then a constant adjustment of
the SME to the new regulation.

Overall, for both regions it is obvious that regional
cooperation and networking is not seen yet as a tool
among businesses to increase their competitiveness and
to get access to future markets. With the formation of
a chamber of commerce and a compulsory membership
the enterprises would be forced to use this resources.

Financial infrastructure for SMEs in rural areas

One of the strongest barriers to SME development
in advanced and less advanced countries is the financial
infrastructure. While stock exchange boards in Prague
developed quickly they are not available for SME in
Rural Areas as well as national risk capital markets are
virtually non existent (Zecchini 1997: 26). The banking
system in the Czech Republic is still highly inadequate,
especially for SME in Rural Areas (Jehle 1997: 3-24).

In discussion with the enterprises most of them com-
plained about the lack of financial resources and the
conditions for loans and credits. Most of the enter-
prises were founded in 1991 and 1992. At that time the
banking system in the Czech Republic and the capital
markets were not established. This made it very diffi-
cult to get a loan or a credit. Furthermore, the density
of banks in the Czech Republic is very low. In 1994 it
was 1.319 people per branch. Only the Agrobank has
a good network also in Rural Areas.

How does it look in the sample? In Bruntil 41% of
the enterprises had a credit, whereas in Prachatice only
19% had a credit. Almost 20% of the surveyed enter-
prises said that they did not need a loan from the bank.
In Prachatice this segment was even higher. A conclu-
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sion is that SMEs’ first priorities are not the demand
for a loan. Especially the small ones are not interested
in it. 34,3% of the enterprises without a loan told that
the reason for not having a loan is the inability to fulfill
the requirements for it. They are lacking in collateral.
Furthermore, 19% of them complained that the interest
rates were to high. 2,9% claimed other things like ab-
sence of a branch and the mistrust to banks. 20% told
that the requirements could not be fulfilled and the
interest rates are to high.

In the Czech Republic in general the banks are still
oriented in favor of their “old“ clients and therefore
discriminating the new ones. In this context especially
the small enterprises are disadvantaged. Banks rather
act risk adverse because of lacking information and
expertise on their new target group (Schroder, Pieper:
1996: 18).

Financial problems

While watching the development of the laborforce
and the revenue of the sample, we would assume that
no acute problem exists for the sample enterprises. But
in respond to the question about financial problems
there is another conclusion. The enterprises could be
characterized generally by a sort of instability. Almost
11% of the sample were attacked already by financial
problems. More than 25% told that they feared that
they would not survive because of financial problems.
And 10% of the enterprises answered that they never
had financial problems. By identifying the group of
enterprises with financial problems it is significant that
mainly enterprises with less than 10 employees are af-
fected by financial problems. Distinguishing the ans-
wers by branch, the manufacturing businesses are more
affected than the services.

Internal barriers of SME development in rural areas

The main target of the survey were the external bar-
riers of SME development. But the processing of the
data and the interviews with the enterprises allows to
mention some of them briefly. The main internal con-
straints in SME in the sample districts is the lack of
special knowledge and specific technique to manage
the enterprise in a market economy. The survey shows
that the enterprises tend to mention mainly external
barriers for their problems in the development. Internal
deficits tend to be interpreted as implicitly hinting at
entrepreneurial weaknesses. Generally it has to be
added that the external barriers have been recognized
in the meantime. The still remaining difficulty with
respect to internal problems is to match the entrepre-
neur’s perceived needs with the actual critical internal
weaknesses impeding SME development. Besides, in-
ternal barriers are a result of the SME’s live cycle and
its sector was well as of certain characteristics of the
entrepreneur (Klemmer et al. 1996: 49-54, 60—64). For
the surveyed enterprises it is difficult to grade this be-
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cause of the youth of the private enterprises. It would
be necessary to follow the development of enterprises
by several surveys.

SUPPORT OF SME IN THE CZECH REPUBLIC
Strategies for the SME support

“SME support in transition economies is generally
designed according to different underlying concepts in
SME promotion; either governments tend to follow a
more direct approach or they prefer an indirect one*
(Welter 1997: 13). The measures in the Czech Republic
target more the support of the direct approach, because
they try to solve the individual business financial prob-
lems not by strengthening the banking system which
would be an indirect approach, but more by introducing
special credit lines. The justification for the assistance
lies usually in the time perspective. While the indirect
support is seen as more effective for a long term, the
companies benefit more from the short-term assis-
tance.

However, the Czech Republic has emphasized broad
support for enterprise development, instead of focusing
on economic development in territorial terms. The go-
vernment established an institutionalized form of assis-
tance. Especially programs were established which
cover financial helps, business advisory services and
certain types of industrial parks. The government has
concentrated most of its enterprise creation efforts on
financial support, including grants, guarantees and sub-
sidies. They cover support, ranging from grants to loan
guarantees, and foster new investment projects in en-
terprises whose business plan fulfill certain profitabil-
ity criteria (OECD 1996: 59f).

The programs are available in all regions. Most of
these programs target particular sectors or promote par-
ticular activities. But only two so far focus on problem
regions. Therefore they became a core element of the
government’s efforts to combat unemployment through
the creation of small business. The REGION and ROZ-
VOIJ programs are available in areas deemed problem-
atic, usually by virtue of a high- unemployment rate
(ebenda, p. 60). These programs were as well imple-
mented in the sample districts. But most of the enter-
prises did not know about any kind of this support.

Also further efforts to territorial assistance measures
can be found. There is support for initiatives to estab-
lish local credit guarantee for venture capital programs
in regions undergoing serious problems of unemploy-
ment and restructuring. For example there was an re-
gional enterprises fund in Ostrava established as well
as business advisory and information centers have been
established in regional centers. As mentioned before
the firms do not know about the initiatives and quite
often it seems that they cannot match the requirements
to get access to them. Overall it could be concluded
that the network of assistance is quite well developed
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for the industry and in parts for the SME in the Czech
Republic (OECD 1996: 61f).

Assessment of the assistance in respect to rural areas in
the Czech Republic

Institutions working on a micro level were espe-
cially build up for SME promotion in the Czech Re-
public. They include for example training centers and
technology centers. The main task is to carry out assis-
tance at the firm level. They offer different minimalist
or broad programs to overcome specific SME difficul-
ties. Unfortunately the assistance for small enterprises
in Rural Areas is lacking behind agglomerations, espe-
cially in crafts, manufacturing and services. As the sur-
vey showed most of the programs were not known to
the enterprises and entrepreneurs did not know how to
get access to assistance and advisory work.

As identified earlier, the high interest rates were key
issues which hindered the enterprises to get a credit
(Bohatd 1996: 18). This proves that it quite simply
lacks the risk capital needed to implement the sort of
active promotion policy it should. While there is a de-
sire to promote SME, the principal means for doing so
— the provision of risk venture capital in the form of
equity investment — is practically non-existent in Rural
Areas. And where it is available it is only accessible
for a limited sort of new firms, mainly in production
but not in services. No doubt there are programs for
lending to SME, but loans are a poor means for financ-
ing new emerging businesses. Such businesses, even if
profitable, and especially if they are growing rapidly,
do not generate the cash flow needed to service debts,
especially debt carrying interest rates in excess of 15
percent. But in Rural Areas the situation is different.
The infrastructure for these conditions is rather low. On
the other hand the survey showed and proved some
results of studies that the financial resources are not the
first priorities for most of the small firms. Usually if
they have decided that they start the business they have
access to financial resources. Therefore it can be said
that investment capital is necessity but it does not pro-
vide alone the foundation of enterprises. More relevant
in respect to the small firms are the consultancy in all
kind of hurdles at the beginning. This includes techni-
cal skills as well as accounting and taxation.

The conclusion out of that is that the business as-
sistance of the Czech Republic could help the founda-
tion but just with access of the firms to the consultancy
from the very beginning. But this is not available at the
Rural level, because most of the business agencies have
not had a branch in Rural Areas.

Another problem connected to the institutional in-
frastructure is the necessity to match the evolving busi-
ness support infrastructure — as well as their services —
with the changing needs of SMEs in different sectors
at different stages of their development (Smallbone
1996: 13).

CONCLUSIONS

Successful programs on the firm level and adequate
institutional mechanisms can be seen in the surveyed
areas. However, the fundamental problem with respect
to the long term success in Rural Areas is the necessary
shift from a more piecemeal approach — variety of in-
stitutions, lack of co-ordination and vision and aware-
ness of SMEs’ role — to an overall integrated strategy
(Smallbone 1997).

An approach to solve some of these problems would
be the creation of an integrated program for Rural A-
reas. This would cover political measures and condi-
tions as well as economic ones.

First of all the creation of a macroeconomic frame-
work which allows different organizations and institu-
tions to work with clear regulations has to be acceler-
ated. Secondly the decision-making process should be
closer to the regional level. Therefore it is possible to
consider regional peculiarities. A step forward could be
the establishment of a higher regional body. This would
mediate between the national level and the local mu-
nicipalities. Without stressing here the structure of such
an organization, one of the requirements would be to
have an elected assembly with a wide range of compe-
tence mainly in regional policy and support measures.

Thirdly the technical assistance to the enterprises
has to be improved. This should cover:

— training and management development
— business advise and support services
— regional advice.

The latter one is of significance for the sample re-
gions. Regional advice (RAIC) could be provided by a
regional advice and information center. The RAIC
could be active in seeking new opportunities to build
links between the regional and outside business as well
as training for business counselor and different pilot
projects.

Furthermore, a complex program of education and
consultancy has to be set up. In cooperation with exist-
ing regional organizations, training and seminars
should be introduced in such areas like essentials of
business, ISO 9000 quality management, marketing
and financial management among others. In addition a
program could be included for education and support-
ing unemployed persons who wish to start their own
business (Batestone 1997: 18f).

But before introducing these measures, or at least
simultaneously, an initiative is supposed to implement
which is fostering the participation of the local people.
Probably national and regional assistance will be not
available for less favored areas. Therefore an endo-
genous development approach has to be encouraged.
This encouragement is strongly related to the participa-
tion of the people. So an initiative which supports this
encouragement has to be implemented. In the European
Union such a bottom-up approach, the so called
LEADER program, is matching parts of the mentioned
objectives (Jehle 1998: 9ff).
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Overall and as a final remark. It has to be added that
the significance of farming and the food industry for
Rural Areas should not be neglected, although the im-
portance of it in the economy is declining. In some
cases, particularly in combination with tourism, alter-
native farming methods and regional marketing net-
work could be a further opportunity for the develop-
ment of a region.
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DISKUSE

CO NAS PREKVAPI, KDYZ ZAHRANICNI POZOROVATEL
HODNOTI TEZKO PRUCHODNA MISTA V ROZVOJI
VENKOVSKEHO MALEHO A STREDNIHO PODNIKANI V CESKE

REPUBLICE

(Doplnék k ¢lanku Raimunda Jehleho)

V lednovém (isle Zem&d&lské ekonomiky minulého
roku byl oti$tén autoriv &lanek o endogennim rurdlnim
rozvoji v&etné jeho zavadéni do regiondlni politiky
Ceské republiky. Autorka doplitku v reakci na &lanek
slibila, Ze se budeme k tomuto tématu vracet.

Zde uvadény druhy Clanek R. Jehleho pfinaSi prvni
vysledky jim pozorovaného zrodu mal¢ho a stfedniho
podnikani (d4le MSP) ve dvou venkovskych regionech
Ceské republiky v pribéhu 90. let.

Autor nejprve studoval dokumenty, zahrnujici pfi-
slu¥né zdkony a statistické prameny, které umoZiiyji
srovnat v§voj MSP v celku Ceské republiky s lokalnim
vyvojem téhoZ ve dvou vybranych regionech — na Pra-
chaticku a Bruntilsku. Upozoriuje pfi tom, Ze je $ko-
da, Ze pfi sbéru statistickych dat neni vénovina dosta-
te¢nd pozornost moZnym strukturacim ukazateld
souvisejicich s MSP za méstské a venkovské oblasti.
V tomto ohledu (a nejen z hlediska MSP) musime
mnohé dohonit, neZ se nam podafi vstoupit do Evrop-
ské unie. A to proto, abychom nejen prohlaovali, ale
také konali s védomim toho, Ze v ruralnich oblastech,
kde se v lokilni ekonomice do roku 1989 vyznamné
podilelo zemé&d€lstvi, je proces restrukturalizace hospo-
dafstvi komplexnéj§i a bolestn&j§i. To neni nic zvIast-
niho z celoevropského hlediska, ale v zipadnich ze-
mich jsou uZ regiondlni politika a strukturalni opatfeni
podporujici MSP zavedengjsi, a jiZz tam existuji ¢etné
zkudenosti s feSenim znevyhodnénosti venkovskych
a odlehlych oblasti z hledisek geografické, demografic-
ké a hospodarské struktury, technické i obCanské vyba-
venosti. Kdybychom byli nichylni myslet si, Ze to jsou
zkuSenosti jednozna¢né (v duchu ideji uzemniho plano-
vani), upozoriiuji, Ze tomu tak neni.

Dlouhodobé nestaci soustfedit se jen na strukturalni
politiku. Je potfebné oceilovat izemni potence, lokalni
vyhody a nevyhody. Autor ¢lanku tedy zamémé vybral
k pozorovani dvé lokality — stejnorodé svym dfivéjSim
perifernim postavenim (pfihrani¢nim) a odli¥né v okol-
nostech soudobého vyvoje, a to umisténim jednou do
zapadniho pohrani¢i se SRN (Prachaticko) a podruhé
do severovychodniho pohraniti s Polskem (Bruntil-
sko). Poutzil ,shift-share” analyzu pro urfeni vahy
izemniho faktoru (méfeno pfes ukazatele zamést-
nanosti), resp. jeho odliSeni od strukturalniho faktoru,
a to vzhledem k referenénimu regionu, jimZ je celd
Cesk4 republika. Tato kvantitativni metoda méa svou
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vyhodu pro prvni orientaci v terénu, ale také svou ne-
vyhodu v nizké obsaZnosti z hlediska moZné interpre-
tace konkrétniho stavu s ohledem k potfeb€ Cinit prak-
ticka opatfeni. Z toho duvodu je druhou pouZitou
technikou standardizované dotazovani vénované pfed-
métné problematice, strukturované do osmi &asti, aby
pokrylo zakladni sezndmeni s podniky MSP, jejich
charakteristiky co do zaméstnanosti, podnikatelskych
vazeb, spoluprice, instituci a financovani, jakoZ i tfidé-
ni uzemnich faktori podle vyznamu a kvality.

Zatimco analyzu, diskusi a zavéry ke zji§té€nim po-
dava podrobné zminény Elanek, tento diskusni pfispé-
vek povazuje pfinejmen$im za zajimavé zaméfit pozor-
nost jen na n¢které pohledy a interpretace odbomika —
cizince, nebot do jeho posuzovéni se nutné promita jina
zku$enost. ZkuSenost toho, ktery se narodil a studoval
fenomén MSP v SRN a pfi svém pozorovani tudiZ po-
uZiva srovndvaci pfistup mezi zem&mi tzv. zdpadu
a vychodu. Zamé&fme se proto jen na ta ze zjidt&ni, kterd
bud piekvapi nis, anebo je znatelné, Ze piekvapuji au-
tora ¢lanku. Z jedné nebo druhé strany jde o zaleZitosti
spojené s MSP, které se jevi jako neviedni pravé vzhle-
dem k rozdilné zkuSenosti vyvoje v SRN a v Ceské re-
publice.

V prvé fadé stoji za pozornost, Ze navratnost dosti
obsazného a sloZitého dotazniku (dokladdm, Ze jsme
méli hodné préice s jeho pfevedenim do vyznamového
kontextu odpovidajiciho pochopeni pro Ceského ven-
kovského podnikatele) byla téméf tfi¢tvrtinova. Pfitom
zaCinajici podnikatelé jsou povéstni jeSt€ v&Bim nedo-
statkem Casu, neZ ktery dnes pocitujeme skoro viichni.
Lze se domnivat, Ze toto pozitivni pfijeti lze z&4sti pfi-
Citat osobni distribuci dotazniku (u asti respondentd
spojené s pocitem ,aspoit nékdo se o nis zajimi“)
a zC&asti rozhodnuti némeckého kolegy komunikovat
vyhradné v &eském jazyce (Usili zvladnout CeStinu ve-
noval asi rok intenzivniho uceni).

NaSeho némeckého kolegu zprvu pfekvapilo, Ze
podnikatelé ,jako jeden muz* nechtéli sd€lovat Zadné
tdaje, tykajici se jejich zisku. A také skute¢nost, Ze se
mezi nimi vyskytuje malo t&ch, ktefi ziskali zem&dél-
ské vzd&lani. Upozoriiuje vyznamné na skutecnost, Ze
mezi podnikateli vZdy dominuje vyudeni a technické
vzdglani, aniZ by tuto souvislost n&jak ovliviioval obor
jejich podnikani, ostatn& velmi riznorody.
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Jinym zji$ténim, vyzkumnikem interpretovanym ja-
ko rozpomé, je, Ze zatimco na G¢tu silnych strdnek
firmy se vé&tSinou objevilo poskytovani kvalitnich slu-
Zeb, na iétu opaéném (slabé stranky) velmi Casto vy-
stupuje nizka kvalifikace a motivace pracovniku. Pfi-
tom asi Ctvrtina firem (Cast&ji ty, jejichZ majitel je sim
vysokoskoldk) nabizi zaméstnancim, ¢asto byvalym
zemé&d&lcim, dodkolovani ¢i pieSkolovani. Z vEsi Easti
anebo aspoii z poloviny by si museli dodate¢né ¥koleni
platit sami. Troufam si dodat, Ze zatimco autor pochy-
buje 0 moZnosti poskytovat kvalitni sluzby bez odpo-
vidajici institucionalizované kvalifikace firemnich za-
méstnancli, mezi ndmi stile dobfe funguje mytus
0 ,,zlatych Ceskych ru¢itkach® a ,koumdctvi, fiftronu®,
nahrazujicich znalosti a v&déni. Na venkové to pak asi
bude Cast&jSi neZz ve méstech.

V jedné venkovské obci na Kutnohorsku nam feditel
tamniho primyslového podniku vypravél, Ze na inzerat
o pfijeti obchodniho zéstupce se pfihlasil ,,jakysi dédu-
la, ktery tvrdil, Ze ho bavi obchodovat.“

Ze SirSiho Ghlu pohledu na kvalifikaci je, myslim,
tfeba nahliZet také na nésledujici zjiSténi:

— podnikatelim v MSP chybi informace o situaci na
trhu, anebo si sté€Zuji na neprofesiondlni troveii je-
jich poskytovani;

— tito podnikatelé se nechdvaji asto pfekvapit nesta-
bilitou poptavky;

— také nepovaZuji za dileZitou regiondlni kooperaci
a integraci podnikt stejného odvétvi podnikini, ja-
koZ i kooperaci s vefejnymi organizacemi a statni
spravu spojenou s podnikanim (pozn.: nés to nepie-
kvapi jako reakce na dfive i dnes proZivané zkuse-
nosti, mé&li bychom byt v8ak varovani do budoucna).
Do stejného jadra véci, do vzd&lavani a informova-

nosti, mifi na jedné stran¢ zji$téni o zaostavani pora-

denskych sluZeb pravé v rurdlnich oblastech a na strané
druhé o neinformovanosti podnikateli o sice slabém,
av3ak pfece jen existujicim poradenstvi tohoto druhu.

Do jiné oblasti jsou pak nasmé&rovina zjiSténi, do-
kladajici problémy klasifikované jako akutni, a to
v oblasti financovani podnikatelskych aktivit. NejenZe
sit bankovnich depozitur je v rurdlnich regionech fidka,
ale také nasmérovani sluZeb pfevazné na pujcky hod-
noti autor ¢lanku jako ubohé prostfedky vzhledem k fa-
zi (vzniku), ve které se MSP v Ceské republice nach4-
zi.

Po vybéru t&ch zjiiténi, kterd, hypoteticky vzato, vy-
znivaji jako nejméné srovnatelna s autorovou Zitou
zku$enosti a studovanou problematikou v SRN, a pro-
to nejvice pfekvapiv4, lze uzaviit:

1. Dosavadni podpora podnikani v Ceské republice
opomiji teritoridlni aspekty ekonomického rozvoje
a soustfeduje se témé&f vyhradné na strukturdlni
stranku.

2. Zasadime-li ona nejvice zardZejici zji$t€ni do sché-
matu mistniho rozvoje, zahrnujiciho jak tzv. exogen-
ni sily rozvoje (tj. procesy a iniciativy sestupujici
z drovné stitu a vyS$8ich drovni fizeni véetné dzem-
niho, zasahujici soub&Zné ekonomicky, socidlni
a kulturni lokdlni Zivot), tak i endogenni sily (tj.
vze-stupné hnuti lokélnich iniciativ — samosprav-
nych organid, poslancd, spontinnich skupin, mist-
nich sdruZeni, zasahujici uvedené oblasti lokélniho
Zivota), lze usoudit, Ze autor vénoval pozornost pfe-
devsim exogennim sildm — tomu odpovid4 i zvolend
metoda Setfeni.

3. Zjistil, Ze tyto zardZejici skuteCnosti jsou situovany
hlavn& do oblasti pasobnosti vefejné moci stitu
a aktivit bankovniho sektoru.

4. Autor pfesto upozoriiuje na potfebu takového integ-
rovaného pfistupu pfi studiu a praxi rozvoje venko-
va, ktery pfekraCuje ekonomicky rdmec a zajima se
o ,Zivnou pidu“, na kterou exogenni podpora riz-
ného druhu dopada, a ktera ji teprve oZivuje. Tady
v3ak odbornost ekonoma nedostacuje.

Mgr. Helena Hudeckovd, CSc., CZU Praha, Ceskd republika
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POKYNY PRO AUTORY

Casopis uvefejiiuje pivodni v&decké préce, krdtkd sdéleni
a vyb&rové i pichledné referaty, tzn. prace, jejichZ podkladem
je studium literatury a které shrnuji nejnovéjsi poznatky v da-
né oblasti. Prace jsou uvefejiiovany v ¢esting, slovenstin€ nebo
angli¢tin€. Rukopisy musi byt doplnény kratkym a roz3ifenym
souhrmem (véetné kli¢ovych slov).

Autor je plné odpovédny za pivodnost price a za jeji véc-
nou i formalni spravnost. K praci musi byt pfilozeno prohld-
Seni autora o tom, Ze price nebyla publikovéna jinde.

O uvefejnéni prace rozhoduje redakéni rada asopisu, a to
se zietelem k lektorskym posudkim, védeckému vyznamu
a pfinosu a kvalité prace.

Rozsah védeckych praci nesmi pfesdhnout 12 stran psanych
na stroji véetné tabulek, obrizku a grafi. V prici je nutné po-
uzivat jednotky odpovidajici soustavé mérovych jednotek SI
(CSN 01 1300).

Vlastni iprava rukopisu: format A4, 30 fadek na stranku,
60 thozi na fadku, mezi fadky dvojité mezery. K rukopisu je
tfeba pfilozit disketu s praci pofizenou na PC a s grafickou
dokumentaci, nebo poslat praci e-mailem do redakce. Tabulky,
grafy a fotografie se dodéavaji zvIast, nepodlepuji se. Na viech-
ny pfilohy musi byt odkazy v textu.

Pokud autor pouZiva v praci zkratek jakéhokoliv druhu, je
nutné, aby byly alespoii jednou vysvétleny (vypsany), aby se
predeslo omylim. V nazvu price a v souhrnu je vhodné zkra-
tek nepouZivat.

Nézev préce (titul) nema presdhnout 85 dhozu. Jsou vylou-
Ceny podtitulky ¢lanku.

Kritky souhrn (Abstrakt) je informa&nim vybérem obsa-
hu a zavéru ¢lanku, nikoliv v3ak jeho pouhym popisem. Musi
vyjédfit viechno podstatné, co je obsaZeno ve védecké préci,
a ma obsahovat zakladni Ciselné udaje vCetné statistickych
hodnot. Musi obsahovat kli¢ova slova. Nema pifekrodit rozsah
170 slov. Je tieba, aby byl napséan celymi vétami, nikoliv hes-
lovité. Je uvefejiiovan a mél by byt dodan ve stejném jazyce
jako védecka prace.

Rozsifeny souhrn (Abstract) je uvefejiiovan v angliéting,
mély by v ném byt v rozsahu cca 1-2 strojopisnych stran ko-
mentovany vysledky prace a uvedeny odkazy na tabulky a ob-
razky, popf. na nejdulezitéjsi literarni citace. Je vhodné jej
(v&etn& nazvu prace a kli¢ovych slov) dodat v angli¢ting, popf.
v Cestiné &i slovensting jako podklad pro pieklad do angliétiny.

Uvod mi obsahovat hlavni diivody, pro¢ byla price realizova-
na, a velmi struénou formou ma byt popsan stav studované otizky.

Literarni prehled mé byt kratky, je tfeba uvadét pouze
citace majici izky vztah k problému.

Metoda se popisuje pouze tehdy, je-li pivodni, jinak po-
statuje citovat autora metody a uvadét jen pfipadné odchylky.
Ve stejné kapitole se popisuje také pokusny material.

Vysledky — pfi jejich popisu se k vyjadfeni kvantitativnich
hodnot ddvé prednost grafim pfed tabulkami. V tabulkich je
tfeba shrnout statistické hodnoceni naméfenych hodnot. Tato
&ast by neméla obsahovat teoretické zavéry ani dedukce, ale
pouze faktické nilezy.

Diskuse obsahuje zhodnoceni prace, diskutuje se o moZ-
nych nedostatcich a price se konfrontuje s vysledky dfive
publikovanymi (poZaduje se citovat jen ty autory, jejichZ prace
maji k publikované prici bliZ§i vztah). Je pfipustné spojeni
v jednu kapitolu spolu s vysledky.

Literatura by méla sestdvat hlavné z lektorovanych perio-
dik. Citace se fadi abecedné podle jména prvnich autort. Od-
kazy na literaturu v textu uvadgji jméno autora a rok vydani.
Do seznamu se zafadi jen prace citované v textu. Na price
v seznamu literatury musi byt odkaz v textu.

Na zvlastnim list€ uvadi autor plné jméno (i spoluautorl),
akademické, védecké a pedagogické tituly a podrobnou adresu
pracoviité s PSC, &islo telefonu a faxu, popf. e-mail.

Rukopis nebude redakci prijat k evidenci, nebude-li po
formalni strance odpovidat pokynim pro autory.
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