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NEW TRENDS IN THE DYNAMISM OF SECOND HOMESI
....— EXPANSION INTO NOT ATTRACTIVE AREAS B
o - FROM TOURIST POINT OF VIEW )

Questions of tourism and recreation in mountain arveas have been
dealt with for several years (Sprincovad 1984). One of the forms in which
recrveation in Czechoslovakia is realized is a second. home in private
recreational houses (objects of individual recreation — further OIR).

This form, also called individual chalet recreation, passed through
several signiﬂcant stages. Before World War II it was realized either in
villas of the well-to-do, or in simple wooden chalets (huts) in the hinter-
land of larger residential agglomerations accessible by public transport
means. The years after World War II witness a great development of this
type of recreation, considerable changes in its distribution as well as
in its quality. New objects are built, but at the same time, old residential
and other buildings, vacated as a result of advancing concentration of the
rural population in towns, are increasingly adapted and adjusted. It is
done, at first, only in small mountain settlements, more remote from the
centres of economic activities. With the advancing motorization and
growth of the leisure time of the population the OIR are spreading to
areas farther away from more concentrated demand, i. e. farther from
larger residential agglomerations. With a better equipment of the objects
the chalet recreation is increasingly acquiring a character of second
dwelling. It is spreading very quickly in the areas attractive from the point
of view of recreation, near water surfaces and mainly in mountain areas.

There is a number of papers dealing with their distribution in Cze-
choslovakia (for example Gardavsky 1971, Mariot 1976, Otrubova 1980,
Vystoupil 1978). In the most attractive recreational localities, however,
especially at tourist spots and important mountain resorts and centres of
winter sports, the OIR are represented to a lesser extent or do not appear
at all. It is here that the interests of second dwelling and other forms
of recreation and tourism encounter. The more attractive tourist centres
are, as a rule, the better equipped with facilities of commercial (undirec-
ted) tourism and facilities of trade union and works recreation. Here the
possibilities of acquiring an OIR are move limited, if there are any at all.

The settlements with whatever visiting rate, gradually acquire, besi-
des other original functions, also recreational functions. Their proportion
is obtained when the number of beds for recreational use and the number
of the local population are compared. The smaller the settlement in the
area attractive from the point of view of tourism, the more manifests,
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as a rule the recreational function. Part of the permanent residents ha-
ving left, the 'small settlement loses gradually its original production
funcnons (in agriculture and forestry) and residential functions, and
acquires recreational functions. This process has been taken into. con-
sideration in the official conception of rural areas (Decree of Czech
Government No 283/1971) and ‘in the development of agricultural large-
-scale production. It is ‘often supported:by a whole system of planning and
administrative- regulating interventions which direct the rise of the OIR
to the built-up areas.in -non-resort settlements, while the main capital
investmerits in the establishments of production; residential as well .as
tertiary spheres are directed to selected resort settlements.

In our country, recreational functions were growing until recently
only in regions with.exCellent conditions for recreation, i. e. first of all
in the mountains and hills (Sprincova 1968). The capacity of these re-
gions, however cannot satisfy the high demand for further OIR. Also the
number of objects vacated as a result of the fact that the residential popu-
lation is leaving the small settlements is far from being sufficient and
the construction of new-objects is limited by the regulations concerning
the farm land funds and the protection of the environment.

For these reasons, the:interests of applicants are directed towards
rural areas whose recreationél,,‘pnvironment is of lower quality, i. e. tho-
se at a lower elevation above sea-level, areas with small aforestation,
with no water surfaces utilizable- for recreation and, on the contrary,
with a high proportion of arable land and with an intenswe large-scale
agricultural-production, where there are no forms of tourism, nor the ne-
cessary accommodation, catering and othei~facilitiés. In the past fio OIR
were here neither their rise was expected in futire. Now we come across
a new phenpmenon: the OIR are rising in these areas not attractive from
the point .ef view of tourism. The subject of our research -‘work is to
examine these processes.

First of all it is necessary to examine reasons for the rise and deve-
lopment of recreational functions of the settlements in the regions wit-
.hout pre-conditions for recreation. The-explanation is to be looked for in

“the following facts: it is, first of all, the growth in popularity of. certain
kinds of recreational activ1ties such as gardening, orcharding, bee-kee-
ping and a whole set of activities which can be covered by-the tefm of
,,chalupai‘eni“ (,cottaging“). These activities are ess? :ntially not7exacting

as far as the quality of the récreatiéhal potential o’ the country is con-
cérned. Therefore, one of the most important motivation ifpulses for the
rise. of -recreational functions is the possibility to acquire an object for
individual-¢italet recreation in the settlements where,-due to the depopu-
lation, the residential objécts and other buildings—dre vacated. The rise
and increasing znumber of the OIR cause the growth in the pioportion
of recreational functions. -

In the areas with simple economic stwc‘\}w’e w1th small settlements
with prevailing one- srm‘éyed housing construction and where the only
form of recreation are stays’fitthe. QJIR, besides the fatio between: the
number of the resident population and‘the number of beds serving re-
creational purposes, another index can be used. It is the way the buil-
dings are utilized. In the framework of the state research task we have
been: working on the topw ~Organization . of .Spdee- and. Dynamism of
Recreation and Tourism“. Here we examine, besides other things, the
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growth of recreational functions of various types of settlements in rural
areas. Microanalysis of the settlements consists in a systematic registra-
tion of each individual object and classification of the objects into three
categories: objects permanently inhabited, objects used for recreation,
other objects serving the purposes of production, provision of services
or.some other purposes. Our main concern is to register the OIR whose
official registration is, to our experience, difficult and therefore inaccu-
rate. The function of the settlements is represented by the proportions
ascertained between the number of objects serving permanent residence

on the one hand and the number of objects serving accommodation during
recreation on the other hand.
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Proportion of Second Homes on the housing fund of Settlements in the region of
Osoblaha. — Podil druhého bydlenf na bytovém fondu sfdelnfch dtvard OsoblaZského
vybsZku.
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I should like to demonstrate the problems of the regions little attrac-
tive for tourism on the example of the territory of , OsoblaZsky vyb&Zek",
i. e. a periferial part of the district of Bruntal, which has been chosen as
one of the model regions in the above mentioned research. Before 1960
there had been neither OIR nor any other tourist. establishments in this
region (Sprincova 1966). The investigation in 1982 disclosed that 16.5
per cent of the dwelling house fund had changed into OIR (see figure].
As far as individual settlements are concerned, permanent residential
functions had changed into recreational functions mainly in those settle-
ments in which, for economic reasons, the residential function is rapidly
decreasing, that is, in all non-resort settlements falling into the cate-
gory of ,others“ (without perspectives), abandoned to decease without
new capital being invested. But the OIR can also be found in the settle-
ments of the category ,non-resort permanent” with a high representa-
tion of the establishments of agricultural production. With the exception
of the resort-settlement Osoblaha itself (the only one in our case),
the OIR are represented on a relatively small territory of 14,930 hectares
in the built-up areas of all 30 settlement formations.

Comparing the present situation with that 20 years ago we can con-
clude that a new trend of development has started, which is to cause cer-
tain changes in the utilization of the rural countryside. At the same time
it is necessary to. take into consideration that this trend has not stopped
and further changes in favour of recreational dwelling can be expected.
In the future in the region of Osoblaha, as well as in other places, we
must take into account permanent depopulation of non-resort settlements
and vacation of the existing housmg fund. Moreover, even in non-resort
settlements of the , permanent“ character where the mtelests of agricul-
tural large-scale production and the need to maintain the necessary man-
power require new housing construction we can take into accout the
vacation of older dwelling objects whose quality does not correspond to
the housing requirements of the people. The possibility of acquiring the
object even in the non-recreational countryside is a stimulus for the de-
velopment of recreational accommodation and therefore we must con-
sider its growth as a permanent phenomenon. If this trend continues, be-
fore long there will not be any rural settlement in the Czech Socialist
Republic without OIR. Where there are no pre-conditions for the deve-
lopment of other forms of recreation and tourism a.d for the construc-
tion of tourist infrastructure, the OIR will represent the only recreational
establishment. :

The change of residential objects into OIR has a number of positi-
ve aspects. Their preservation for the purposes of recreation contributes
to the maintaining of the housing fund together with the arrangement of
the immediate setting as well as to a higher aesthetic appearance of the
country. The animation, brought about by temporary migration of recrea-
tional character, is, to some extent, a stabilizing factor of permanent
settling and also a motive for the local population to improve the appea-
rance af the whole settlement and of individual objects.

On the other hand, we cannot avoid meditating whether the increase
in recreational use of the housing fund does not mean a tool for main-
taining undesirable structure of. settlements which contradicts the prin-
ciples:of a long-term conception of the settling of the countryside and
its compliance with the needs of socialist society. This makes us contem-
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plate  whether the recreational function as a subsidiary one should be
tolerated in the regions which were not, until recently, considered as
suitable for recreation and which have, on the contrary, excellent condi-
tions for the development of agricultural large-scale production.

It is, therefore, desirable, when re-evaluating the standing concep-
tion of further structural changes in the settling of the countryside wit-
hout tourism, to take into account the recreational dwelling which was
not taken into account in the past. This fact must be reflected also in
long-term plans of the development of rural settlements and in their
territorial projects. Thus the territorial plans of resort settlements and
their generating territory are like systems of non-resort settlements with
mostly agricultural and residential functions supplemented by a recrea-
tional function.
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Sﬁrnutt

NOVY JEV V DYNAMICE DRUHEHO BYDLENI — SIRENI DO OBLASTI TURISTICKY
NEATRAKTIVNICH

Druhé bydleni v objektech individudinf rekreace (OIR) jako velmi uXfvand for-
ma rekreace v CSSR se rychle rozii¥ila v oblastech rekreadn& atraktivnich, p¥ vod-
ntch plochach a zejména v .oblastech horskych. O rozloZenf OIR v CSR a na Slovensku
existuje -fada studif. Sfdla, na jejich¥ katastrech se soustfeduje jakékoliv rekrea&nf
nAvitévnost, nabyvaji vedle jinych svgch funkcl té% funkci rekrealni. Tato funkce
sé vyrazné projevuje zejména u malych venkovskfch sidel v perifernich oblastech,
kterd odchodem d&4asti trvalého obyvatelstva postupn® ztrdci plivodni funkce- vyrobni
{v.zemé&dslstvi a lesnictvi) a obytné ve prosp&ch funkce rekrea&ni. S timto procesem se
gl politd v oficidlni konecepci osidlenf a vybaveni venkovsk§ch prostordi (Usnes. vlady

SR &..283/1971). Je podporovdn i celym systémem pldnovdni a Grednich regulaénich
zdsahli, usmé&riiujicich vznik dal§ich OIR na intravilany nestfediskovych sidel, zatim-
co -hlavn{ investice do vfstavby -zaFizenf v§robni, obytné i tercidrni stéry smél‘u]l do
vybrangch stfediskov§ch sidel.
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Kapacita atraktivnich oblasti viak nemid¥e uspokojovat v§3i poptdvky po daldich
OIR a zdaleka téZ nesta&f pofet objektd, uvolitovanych odchodem trvalych obyvatel
malych sidel, k vyuZiti pro rekreaini G&ely. Z t&chto divodd se zdjem uchazedd o dal-
8i OIR obract i do venkovskych oblasti s niZ$fmi kvalitami rekreafnfho prostfedi (tj.
o malé nadmofské vySce, s nizk§m stupndm zalesn&ni, s nedostatkem vhodn§ch vod-
nich ploch), mnohdy s vysok§ym stupn&m rozoranosti pidy a s intenzivni zem&d&lskou
vyrobou. V t&chto oblastech zpravidla neexistuji jakékoliv formy cestovniho ruchu, ani
prisludnd infrastruktura. Rovné% se zde nevyskytovaly doneddvna OIR a s jejich vzni-
kem se perspektivn® ani nepoditalo. Nyni dochdzi k novému jevu: v t&chto turisticky
neatraktivnich oblastech vznikaji OIR. Zkoumdani tohoto procesu je pfedmé&tem autor&iny
vyzkumné préce.

Vysvétleni této dynamiky lze spatfovat predeviim v rhistu obliby uréitych druhd
rekrealnich aktivit, mén& naroénych na kvalitu rekreaniho potencidlu krajiny (za-
hradka¥reni, sadafeni, v€elareni a cely soubor <&innosti, spadajicich pod pojem ,chalu-
pafeni“). Jednim z nejvyznamnéjiich motivaénich impulsi pro vznik a rist rekreaénich
funkci stdvd se zde moZnost ziskani objektd k individudlni chatové rekreaci, uvoliiova-
nych bud vylidilovdanim t&chto venkovskjch oblasti, nebo v dibsledku zchéatralého
stavebniho stavu. Autorka zkoumd rist rekreaénich funkci rdzngch typl sidel ven-
kovskych oblasti podle zplsobu vyuZiti budov. Problematiku oblasti mélo atraktivnich
pro cestovni ruch demonstruje na piikladu Wzemi OsoblaZského vyb&Zku, kter¢ tvoii
perifernf €4st okresu Brunt4l. Je$t& v r. 1960 nebyly v celé této oblasti ani OIR, ani
jind zafizeni cestovniho ruchu. Pfi 3etfeni v r. 1982 nachdzi zde 16,5 % obytného
domovniho fondu zmé&n&ného na OIR. Pokud jde o jednotlivd sidla, ke zm&ndm funkci
z trvale obytné na rekrea&ni dochazi pfedevSim u t&ch, kde z dﬁvodﬁ ekonomick§ch
se rychleji sniZuje reziden&ni funkce, tj. ve v3ech nestl‘edlskovych sidlech  kategorie
yostatni“, uréenych- perspektivnd -na doZiti, kam nejsou - umistovdny nové .investice.
Ale i v sidlech kategorie ,nestfediskové trvalé“, kde jsou zpravidla zastoupena za¥izenf
zem&deélské vyroby, se jiZ vyskytuji OIR. S vyjimkou vlastntho (a zde jedinéhe) stfe-
diskového sidla Osoblaha jsou OIR zastoupeny na pomé&rn& malém ﬁzemi 14930 ha
v intravildnech v3ech 20 sidelnich dtvar@l (viz obr.).

P¥i srovnéni se stavem pred 20 lety miZeme tedy konstatovat, e dechéz{ k za-
hajeni nového vyvojového trendu, vedouciho k urfitym zmé&ndm ve vyuZiti venkovské
krajiny, a to ve prospé&ch rekreaéniho bydleni. Jako na OsoblaZsku, i v jingch perifer-
nich oblastech je nutno do budoucna poditat s trvalym vy31dlov&nim nestFediskovgch
sidel a s uvoliiovanim dosavadniho bytového fondu. Navic i v nestfediskovych sidlech
charakteru ,trvalého“, kde z&jmy zemd&d&lské velkovyroby a pot¥eba udrZeni nezbyt-
ného podtu pracovnich sil si vyZddaji novou bytovou v¢stavbu, lze politat s uvoltio-
vanim star$ich obytng§ch objektdl, které svou kvalitou jiZ neodpovidaji ndrokéim na trva-
1é bydleni pracujicich. Proto vzhledem k v§znamu, kter§ méa moZnost ziskdni ob-
jektu i v turisticky neatraktivni krajin& jako podn&tu k rozvoji rekrea&niho bydlen],
je t¥eba s jeho rldstem pod&itat jako s jevem trvalym. Bude-li tento trend pokradovat,
v brzké dob& nebudou ve venkovskych oblastech CSR sidelnf dtvary, v nichZ by se
nevyskytovaly OIR. Tam, kde nejsou Z2ddné predpoklady pro rozvoj jinych forem rekrea-
ce a cestovniho ruchu a pro budovéani turistické infrastruktury, budou OIR ]edmvm
rekreatnim zaffzenim.

Zména G&elového urfeni obytnych objektd na OIR mé4 fadu kladn§ch strﬁnek
Naproti tomu ‘se vnucuje uvaha, zda Ziveln& nardstajici rekreadni funkce maé byt to-
lerovdna v oblastech turisticky neatraktlvmch, které naopak majf v§barné predpoklady
pro rozvoj.intenzivni. zem&d&lské vyroby a kde nardist rekreainiho vyuZiti domovniho
fondu znamena néstroj k udrZeni neZddouciho rozptylu sidelni struktury, coZ je v roz-
poru se zdsadami dlouhodobé koncepce venkovského osidleni. Je proto Zddouci, aby pti
pfehodnocovani dosavadni koncepce dal¥ich strukturdlnich zmé&n v osidlent venkovsk?ch
oblastf turisticky neatraktivnich bylo vzato v Gvahu i rekrea¥nf bydleni, s nim¥ se
d¥fve nepoditalo.

(Address: PMrodovédeckd fakulta Palackého untverzity, Leninova 26, 771 46 Olomouc.)

169



