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RURAL AREA AND AGRICULTURE

The total area of the Czech Republic is 78 867 km2. 
According to the Czech Office for Survaying, Mapping 
and Cadastre (COSMC), the share of agricultural 
land is 54% and the share of non-agricultural land 
is 45.87%, out of which 33.63% is forestland. In the 
course of years, the share of individual cultures on the 
overall area of the country is changing. The long-term 
trend is diminishing of agricultural land that is being 
gradually replaced by non-agricultural land. 

During 1934–2003, the area of agricultural land 
shrunk by 723 000 ha and arable land diminished even 
more – 773 000 ha. The downward trend of both cul-

tures was sustained throughout the whole time period. 
On the other hand, the area of permanent grasslands 
(PGL) diminished during that time by 91 000 ha. This 
process can be divided into two different periods. Until 
1949, the area of PGL was slightly rising. Then there 
was gradual but ever growing decline all the way to 
1990, when the trend changed direction and started 
to grow again. Between 1934–1990 there was a deficit 
of 228 000 ha, and period 1990–2003 recorded rise 
by 137 000 ha. During the entire monitored period, 
the area of forestland rose by 291 000 ha. According 
to the data of the COSMC for 2004, the total area of 
the territory requiring permanent care of agricul-
tural, forest and fisheries caretaker was 7 073 000 ha, 
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which is 89.92% of the entire area of the country. 
The share of agricultural land is 4 269 000 ha, arable 
land 3 062 000 ha, PGL 970 000 ha, and forest land 
2 644 000 ha (Figure 1).

According to the published results of the census of 
people, houses and flats from 2000, the total of 230 409 
citizens of the republic indicated “active farmer”, 
and “forestry and fishery employee” as their profes-
sion. It means that for every 100 ha of agricultural 

land, forestland and ponds, there are 3.26 workers. 
Unfortunately, there is little mutual linkage of these 
professions, so it is hard to take advantage of free 
seasonal capacities.

We must focus much bigger efforts on the use of 
agricultural land and the maintenance and protection 
of the countryside. The best way to take care of this 
land is its regular use by farmers. As opposite to the 
period before 1990, our joining of Europe and new 

Figure 1. Development of land use in 1934–2003

Source: Statistical yearbook of the Czech Statistical Office
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Figure 2. Regression between density of the cattle and the degree of arability (agricultural land)

Source: Agrocensus 2000 and author´s own computations
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requirements of the Common Agricultural Policy of 
the European Union are setting different parameters 
for agricultural production and activities then are 
those our agriculture is mostly oriented at.

The lasting problems are the high share of arable 
land (nearly 72%), the obsolete distribution of agricul-
tural production on the territory of the state and the 
inadequate production conditions and final economic 
parameters that is detrimental to competitiveness.

The contemporary trends in agricultural production 
points to direction of strengthening non-food use 
of the production and rising of share of permanent 
grasslands, especially in the less favourable areas. The 
natural users of green mass of meadows and pastures 
are herbivorous animals, especially cattle. After 1990, 
the number of cattle started to go sharply down all the 
way to one half of the pre-1990 state. According to the 
Agrocensus 2000, the cattle numbers 1 565 418 heads, 
which is 1 273 568 Livestock Unit (LU). It is 97.3% of 
the number of statistically monitored productive live-
stock using green mass as their fodder. In comparison 
with the neighbouring countries, there is a very low 
density of cattle in our country – just 29 LU/100 ha of 
agricultural land. There is very low headcount of cattle 
in the areas with high share of permanent grasslands. 
It concerns the border districts of northern Bohemia, 
especially Teplice, Most, Chomutov, Sokolov, Louny, 
Česká Lípa and others.

The computation of the relation between degree of 
arability and the density of LU of cattle did not prove 
any statistically significant correlation. It means that 
the relation between cattle and permanent grasslands 
is not decisive any more and that intensive cattle rising 
take place in rather more favourable production condi-
tions. It also means that intensive animal husbandry 
is significantly lowering the possibility of livestock 
grazing the countryside and does not contribute to 
its maintenance. This reality is markedly highlighted 
by high degree of stabling, which works against its 
dispersion throughout countryside (Figure 2).

COUNTRYSIDE AND RURAL POPULATION

There have been many attempts to delimitate coun-
tryside. Each author was highlighting different criteria 
according to its goal.

From this point of view, the simple but apt meth-
odology of the OECD and the Eurostat distinguishes 
3 types of regions in the dimension NUTS III:
1. Predominantly rural regions. More then 50% of 

residents of the region live in rural settlements
2. Significantly rural regions. 15–50% of the residents 

live in rural settlements 

3. Predominantly urban regions. In these regions, 
there are less than 15% of rural residents

According to Perlín (2003), no region in the Czech 
Republic can be evaluated as a predominantly rural re-
gion and all regions with exception of Moravskoslezský 
(and Prague) belongs to significantly rural regions 
category.

According to the OECD methodology, only Morav-
skoslezský region can be considered predominantly 
urban region (Table 1).

When using density of the population per km2 as an 
indicator, its value according to Perlín (2003) for the 
Czech Republic is 131.1 person/km2. In comparison, 
the density of population living in rural municipalities 
(defined by the MMR as settlements with more then 
2 000 people) is according to data from the same source 
38.7 persons/km2. In comparative analysis Perlín (2003) 
proves that on the basis of effectuated analyses it can
be recommended to evaluate rural space of the CR on 
the basis of the indicator of number of residents in 
municipalities and consider rural communities as those 
with less then 2 000 residents. Rural area is then the 

Table 1 Categorisation of Czech regions by the type of rural 
area

Region Population
Population  

in rural 
municipalities

Share of  
population  

in rural  
municipalities  

(%)

Praha 1 186 855 0 0

Středočeský 1 111 354 346 393 31.2

Jihočeský 626112 260 424 41.6

Plzeňský 551 870 190 269 34.5

Karlovarský 304 823 69 542 22.8

Ústecký 827 151 132 547 16.0

Liberecký 429 012 100 443 23.4

Králové- 
hradecký

551 651 150 631 27.3

Pardubický 508 744 171 536 33.7

Vysočina 521 472 215 808 41.4

Jihomoravský 1 137 289 212 863 18.7

Olomoucký 642 016 169 053 26.3

Zlínský 598 339 141 857 23.7

Moravsko- 
slezský

1 281 410 131 551 10.3

Czech Republic 10 278 098 2 292 917 22.3

Source: Perlín (2003)
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The more then ¼ population of the Czech Republic 
lives in rural areas (if we consider the criterion of com-
munities with less then 2,000 people). It comprises 
nearly ¾ of the state territory.

Total nine out of 10 communities and more then 
75% of seats into rural area defined by this criterion 
(Table 2).

Table 3 gives data on density of population by re-
gions.

Maintenance of the countryside depends on the 
density of the population, which provides workforce 
for this area. This workforce requires specific qualifi-
cation, which in this case is the relationship to nature 
and countryside.

Long-term trends point to the direction of gradual 
emptying (depopulation) of the rural areas and over-
all worsening of age index (age index = people ≥ 64 
years*)/(people ≤ 14 years). According to statistics, it 

Table 3. Density of population 

Region

Density of  
population % employees  

of agrocomplex
total

rural  
setlements

Praha 2 393.6

Středočeský 83.9 43.8 4.5

Jihočeský 50.9 29.2 7.9

Plzeňský 54.2 32.2 7.0

Karlovarský 98.5 32.5 4.0

Ústecký 114.1 40.8 4.6

Liberecký 98.7 44.0 3.6

Králové- 
hradecký

79.5 45.0 5.7

Pardubický 76.0 49.1 6.2

Vysočina 46.0 35.3 8.2

Jihomoravský 101.2 52.4 5.2

Olomoucký 99.4 57.0 5.4

Zlínský 112.9 60.6 3.3

Moravsko- 
slezský

159.3 47.7 4.4

Czech  
Republic

131.1 38.7 5.5

Source: Perlín (2003), author´s computation 

Note: The number of workers of agro-complex comes 
from census of people, buildings and apartments (SLDB 
ČSÚ, 2000) and includes workers in agriculture, forestry 
and fisheries

Figure 3. Age index in % by size groups of towns

Source: Výsledky sčítání... 2000, authors own computa-
tion

Figure 4. Age index by the size of the towns
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Table 2. The characteristics of rural areas of the CR

Indicators 
CR

Rural areas  
(to 2000 people)

number number %

Population 10 278 098 2 632 064 25.6

Area 78 863.9 58182.79 73.8

Number of  
communities

6 251 5 629 90.0

Number of seats 15 003 11 383 75.9

Source: Perlín (2003)

corresponding administrative area of these communi-
ties. The Ministry uses this criterion for the Regional 
Development for their objectives.
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is a phenomenon influencing the whole country. From 
the point of view of countryside and its maintenance, 
this situation is very complex (Figure 3 and 4).

CONCLUSION

Maintenance of the countryside cannot be secured 
without the quality workforce and this are hard to keep 
in place without quality living conditions (housing, 
general living standard). The creation of the conditions 
for stabilisation of the rural area population as the 
source of labour for the maintenance of countryside 
is a task for local government, regional authorities 
and relevant ministries. Without functional infra-
structure and creation of job, it will be hard to keep 
such people in place.

For the preservation of cultural landscape for the 
future generation and its use as a source of work, 
the maintenance of countryside is narrowed only to 
the agro-complex workforce. It is necessary to create 
systematically conditions for keeping people in the 
rural areas and for their sustainable development. 

The basic requirements for sustainable develop-
ment of rural areas:
– Stronger identity of rural areas
– Development of local partnership and cooperation 

so typical for the village life in the past
– Renaissance of the pride of rural cultural heritage, 

ethnographic peculiarities and traditions, putting 
new life into group activities

– Securing basic civic facilities and accessible services 
for rural settlements, such as schools, healthcare, 
social services, cultural and civic activities etc.

– Increasing competitiveness and stability of the 
rural areas, agriculture, and small and middle-size 
businesses. Renewal of local and traditional crafts 
and artisan production

– Systematic care of countryside, environment and 
biodiversity

– Complex land consolidation including ecological 
and water protective measures.
Systemic attitude towards rural problems will lead 

to strengthening of the local identity and economi-
cal social and cultural development. Synergy of all 
components of rural life will positively influence the 
dynamism of entrepreneurial activities. It will also lead 
to diversification of activities and create more jobs 
for rural population that will in turn lead to overall 
stabilisation of village life.
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