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1. METHODICAL NOTES 

The basie source of business activities' data is the Register of economic subjects ran 
by the Czech Statistical Office (ČSU). It has been regularly updated and it is the public 
service. The overall data for the whole Czech Republic and the districts are published 
either in the Statistical Yearbook or in other publications (i.e. Districts of the Czech 
Republic, District yearbooks, etc.) In 1996, ČSÚ issued an overall publication "The 
Analysis of the Development of Entrepreneurial Activities" according to the Register of 
Economic Subjects in 1992- 1995. 

If evaluating enterprise activities, we have to keep on mind that the official 
statistical data (ČSÚ) on the number of entrepreneurs do not express the level of 
business activities in the region, because: 

• Due to the measurement methods, they cover also the entrepreneurs who are not 
active so far; it is estimated that only about one half of the registere,d individuals are 
really active. The regional differences can be significant, but these have not been 
examined yet; 
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• Official data are not fully time-compatible on the regional level. 

The first mentioned problem is caused mainly by the fact that significant portion of 
entrepreneurs have run their businesses as the second or even third job. During the 
selective examination in 1995, the ČSÚ found only 584,000 entrepreneurs - individuals 
including the co-operating family members, who take their business activities as the only 
one or main occupation. On the other hand, the official data speaks about l million of 
registered entrepreneurs - individuals. This problem can not be fully restrained; partia! 
solution is brought by the ČSÚ itself - the entrepreneurs who are not active (they do not 
fi le a yearly tax return), are erased from the register. 

The second problem comes out from the way of collecting the data about the 
individuals acting according to the trade law. The data are collcctcd at the distr·ict 
Tradcs Licensing Officcs and rcgistration courts. ČSÚ brings the data at the as recent 
time as possible so it is not "re-counted" according to the time point of view. For 
example, the data we use for further analyses come from the Register of economic 
subjects on November 30�', 1998 and most of the districts date the last start-up of the 
new business units at the end of October or at the start of November 1998, but the 
districts of western Bohemia only at the end of 1997 (i.e. the district Plzei'l-mesto has 
had the compatiblc time row sinec March 14'\ 1997). However, this "not re-counted" 
data are commonly published by ČSÚ in the Statistical Yearbook or in the yearbooks 
The Districts of the Czech Republic. The problem can be solved by re-counting of the 
data according to the date of business found ing, so that wc receive time compatiblc data 
for different regional units. Our data are re-counted for the Czech Republic at the same 
date - 3 1" of December 1997. Only the data for Plzet1 are undervalued. 

2. THE MAIN DEVELOPMENT TRENDS 

After the 1989, there was a boom in establishing private firms. There were about 
l ,2 mil. of entrepreneurs - individuals registered by December 3 1  ", 1997. The most 
significant growth in private business activities was in 199 1, when the number of 
entrepreneurs grew up to the level of 892,000 within one year. The growth in the 
number of entrepreneurs continued not so steeply sinec 1992 (see the table l) .  After the 
change of legislation for private business activities, the number fell down to 752,8 
thousand in 1994 (according to the Register of economic subjects in January 1995 
re-counted according to the subjecťs birth); in relative numbers it shows 72,9 
entrepreneurs per l ,000 inhabitants. Official ČSÚ data (Statistical Y carbook 1996) 
s peaks about l 044.6 thousand entrepreneurs - individuals by January l", 1994. The 
number, however, probably still included the entrepreneurs who did not re-register 
themselves (the duty to re-register was set up to December 3 1  ", 1992). This supports the 
fail in the number of entrepreneurs showed by the statistics in the following years. On 
January l" 1996, the Statistical Yearbook 1997 reports l mil. entrepreneurs (96,8 to 
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l 000 inhabitants). lf we re-count the data according to the date of subjecťs form ing 
according to the Register of economic subjects from 1997 to the l '1 January 1996 state, 
we will get number of 33 thousand higher ( l  033,3 lhousand which represents l OO, l 
entrepreneurs to l 000 inhabitants). To be correct we also bring the ČSÚ number at 31" 
of December 1997 but it is at minimum of 58,5 thousand lower then the real state. 

Table 1 The development of number of entrepreneurs- individuals in 1991 -1997 (thousands) 

1.1. 1.1. 1.1. 1.1. 1.1. 1.1. 
1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 

Number 124,5 891,9 982,1 1044,6 856,5 1000,4 

Per 1000 inhab. 12,1 86,5 95,1 101 '1 82,9 96,8 

Source: Statistická ročenka CR 1997 (Sta!IS!Ical Yearbook 1997), own calculations 

3. THE GENERAL FEATURES OF INTERREGIONAL 

VARIABILITY IN THE CZECH REPUBLIC 

31.12. 31.12. 
1996 1997 

1103,7 1223,2 

107,1 118,8 

The actual analysis in assessing the interregional small business activity differences 
has already been worked out. It covers overall activity assessment as well as the branch 
structure of small businesses. The business activities are analysed with respect to basie 
branches of national economy- industry, building industry and services. Relatively large 
number of small businesses is active in the service sector. Due to the fact that this sector 
is broadly differentiated, it was necessary to sectionalise it. We chose trade, . 
accommodation and restaurant services, transport industry and production services (here 
we include real estate activities, leasing and renling, company services etc.), that form 
signiticant portion of service sector business activities. 

The analyses use the data on the number of entrepreneurs- individuals published by 
ČSÚ. The data come from the register of companies at the end of 1998 and they are 
re-count ed according lo the da te of firm's foundation December 3 1  ", 1997 (val id for the 
whole Czech Republic). In this case, the number covers all. the entrepreneurs -
individuals, no matter if booked in the Trade Register or not. It is likely that it also 
covers the subjccts that were not active anymore or haven't been discarded from the 
evidence yet. 

The business activity intensity was much higher in Bohemia, in general as well as 
according to the branches. The crucial difference were in the service sector, especially in 
the transport industry, accommodation and hospitality. Other sector differences were 
significant in the building industry branch (see the table 2). 
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Table 2 Number of entrepreneurs according to the branches related to 1 ,000 inhabitants 
(December 31'', 1997) 

The Czech Republic Bohemia Moravia 
Branch 

Total Excluding Total Excluding Total Excluding 
Prague Prague Brno 

Industry 20 19,8 20,9 20,9 1 8,5 1 8,4 

Construction 15,6 15,4 17,3 17,3 13 12,9 

Services 87,2 80,2 94,4 83,7 75,8 71,8 

From this: 

trade 44,8 43,5 47,1 45,3 41,3 40,8 

accommodation 7,1 7,1 8,4 8,7 5,1 5 

transport 5.4 4,8 6,1 5,2 4,3 4,1 

Product. services 21,8 17,7 23,9 17,1 1 8,5 15,4 

Total 124,5 117,2 134,5 123,9 108,7 1 04,7 
Source. Reg1ster of econom1c subJects. own calculatlons 

4. REGIONAL DIFFERENTIATION AT DISTRICT LEVEL 

The territorial units (districts) we divided into 5 groups according to the relative 
number of entrepreneurs- individuals per l ,000 inhabitants as follows: 

l. Highly above-average area units (according to the private business activities) 

• This includes the units characterised by value of the figure higher then average 
value of sample plus l standard deviati on value of evaluated area un its set 

2. Above-average area units (according to the private business activities) 

• covers units characterised by value of the figure higher then average value of 
sample plus l /3 of standard deviation value of evaluated area un its set 

3. Average area units (áccording to the private business activities) 

• covers un its characterised by value of the figure between ± 1/3 standard deviation 
value of evaluated area un its set 

4. Below-average area units (according to the private business activities) 

• covers un its characterised by value of the figu re lower th en average value of sample 
minus 1/3 of standard deviation value of evaluated area units set 

5. Deep below-average area un its (according to the private business activities) 

• covers un its characterised by value of the figu re lower th en average value of sample 
min us l standard deviátion value of evaluated area units set 

The districts characterised by above-average number of entrepreneurs are mainly 
situated in Prague and the surroundings and in the area that can be determined by the 
line Prague - Liberec - Trutnov - Hradec Králové - Prague. These area units reach the 
above-average values (except from Ji�ín) and they form the main concentration of 
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entrcprcneurs - individuals in The Czech Republic. The highest intensity is reacheu in 
central Bohemia (Prague and the neighbouring districts as well as Nymburk district) anu 
in the Liberec agglomeration (Liberec, Jablonec nad Nisou, Semily). 

The other smaller concentrations where can be found the above-average number of 
the cntrcprcneurs are: 

• České Budejovice and neighbouring districts (Prachatice and Tábor), 

• spa districts in north-west Bohemia (Km·lovy Vary and Cheb). 

The highest valucs show the uistricts of Km·lovy Vary anu Cheb. In Moravia. the 
abovc-average va lues can be found only in the districts of Brno-mesto, Jeseník and Zlín. 

The districts with the lowest business activity are situated in several areas. Herc 
belongs large area of Českomoravská vrchovina (the lowest intensity is especially in the 
Moravian uistricts) and the wider surroundings of the Brno agglomeration as well as the 
districts in north-east Moravia with the lowest intensity in some of the districts of 
Ostrava agglomeration (Karviná, Frýdek Místek). In Bohemia the districts are mainly 
the districts in north of Bohemia (Teplice, Most, Chomutov, Ústí nad Labem) and the 
western and southern surroundings of Plze1'1 (Domaž! ice, Plze1'1-jih). 

Regional variability can be measured by various methods, for example 
EUROSTAT uses the regional variability evaluation by the stanuard ueviation divideu 
by the sizc of the region. Other authors (i.e. Blažek 1996) also recommend application 
oť variation coefficient especially for different figures comparison. In our case, we 
dcciucd to usc variation cocľticient because of the significant differences in intensity 
among the branches and sub-branches of national economy. The second reason is the 
compatibility with other figures. 

The highest interregional variability measured by the variation coefťicient can be 
seen in the accommodation and hospitality and production services. The lowest 
differences are in trade branch, that reaches relatively high level of business activities 
and so it determines relatively low variability in all the service sector, partly in the 
overall business activity which is also detennined by other factors, i.e. certain 
"speeialisation" of the districts. 

The interregional variability is slightly higher among the Moravinn districts then in 
Bohemian. From the sectoral point of view, it appears that higher variability is in the 
construction industry and especially in the production services. The district of Brno 
shows one of the highest intensity of tigure (but still not as high as Prague) but the less 
intensive districts are especially Moravian districts. On the other hand, the most 
significant differences in transport sectors are in Bohemia. 

Variation coefficient allows the mutual comparison of business activity with other 
factors. It also allows to discover what causes the interregional differences, if the 
business activity itself or the other factors. We chose the data concerning the 
uncmploymcnt level (Ministry of Labour data), average wage per month and the total tax 
yields of municipalities (Ministry of Regional Development, data are available for the 
year 1994). These factors are commonly uscd to evaluatc regional disparities (see i.e. 
Blažek, 1996). Interregional variability of the overall business activity can be seen as 

141 



relatively low. The evaluated factors showed lower value of variation coefficient only in 
the case of average wage per mon th figu res (see the table 4). 

Table 3 The level of interregional variability in the Czech Republic according to the business 
activity - districts 

česká republika Bohemia Moravia 
Banch Excluding Excluding Excluding Total Prague Total Prague Total 

Brno 
Industry 23,4 23,5 23,4 23,7 22,4 22,9 
Construction 25,8 26 22,4 22,6 27,5 28,1 
Services 19,9 18,2 18,4 16,1 20 16,8 
from this: 

trade 15,2 15 13,6 13,5 15,8 16 
accommodation 48,1 48,4 43,1 43,2 41,6 42,5 

transport 31,2 29,6 31 '1 29,3 25,4 25,1 

product. services 47,1 40,9 44,5 34,2 53,4 35,2 

Total 17,9 17,1 16,4 15,5 17,1 15,9 

Source: Reg1ster of econom1c subjects, own calculat1ons 

Table 4 lnterregional variability in the Czech Republic according to selected factors 

Business tivity Unemployment rate Average wages Tax yields 
1993 l 1997 1993 l 1997 1993 l 1997 1994 l 1997 

18,3 l 17,9 49,6 l 44,9 8,6 l 8,8 30,7 l 38,1 
. . . . 

Source: Czech Stahst1cal Office, M1mstry of Labour and Soc1al Affa1rs, M1mstry for Reg1onal Development, own 
calculations 
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Fíg. 1 Regional differences in small enterprise (1997) 

nwnber of entnprenews 
per l 000 inhobilanls 

[]JIT� 
97,6 111,8 126,0 141,2 

l 
ČR 124,5 
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Res ume 

Regionálni rozdíly malého podnikání v České republice 

Po roce 19!!9 nastal bourlivý rozvoj soukromého podnikúní a k 31.12.1997 hylo v <.':R 
rcgistrovúno 1,2 mil. so11krom)·ch podnikateli• - fyzických osoh. Ru;.lwdující núnhl 
soukro1nélw podnikúní hy l v roce 1991, od roku l <J<J2 so.: pol:cl podnikatdli zvyšoval 
už podstatné mírnčjším t..:mpem. l'ro hodnocení n:gionálních ro1.dílll v drobném pod­
nik;'ulí byl a provcdcna analýza současné s ituacc podnikatclské aktivity. a to jednak ed­
kovú podnikatelská aktivita. _j..:dnak odvčtvovú slruktura nwlélw podnikún í. 
l'odnikatelské aktivity jsou analyzovúny poule zúkladních odvčtví núrodniho hos­
pud;"Jrství - priunysl, stavdmictví a slu;.by, které jsuu dúlc člcnčny na ohdwd. pohos­
tinství a uhytovúní, dopravu a v)•robní slu;.by . !'ro analý1.y pou;.ívúm..: údajo.: o počtu 
podnikat<.:lll - l)t;.ick)'eh osoh uvi1dčné ('sľJ. kt..:ré vychúí z r..:gistru urganiz;;d 1. konec 
roku l <J<J!!. které jsou pkpol:t..:ny poule údaju o uatu vzniku firmy pro co.: lou ČR k 
31.12.19Y7. 

I ntenzita podnikatelské aktivity hyla podstatné vyšší v Čechách, a to jak celková tak i 
vo.: všech odvčtvích. Ve l mi významné rozdíly byly v obslu/.né slcl"c. pfcdcvším v do­
pravč a v pulwstinství a uhytovi111í. z ostatn ich udvčtví je pomčrnč vel ký rozdíljdtč ve 
stavebn id ví. Okresy s nadp.rúmťrným počlcm podnikatelu na l 000 ohyvatd jsou 
soustrcdčny v zilzcnlí Prahy a d;'lie v Ílz<.:mí. kt..:ré mll/.cmc zhruba vymait lin ii l'raha ­
Lih..:r..:c - Trutnov - l lrad..:c Krillové - l'raha. kde včtšina okresľl dosahuje 
nadprúmčrných hodnot (kromč Jičína) a tvorí hlavní suustf·edční podnikatelil - živ­
nostníkú v České republ íce. Nejvyšší intenzity jsou dosahov;'1ny v metropolitni oblasti 
Čech (v l'raze s okoln ími venkovskými okresy a v okrese Nymburk) a v okresech liba­
ccké aglomeraec (Liberec, Jablonec nad Nisou. Semily). Na oslatním území Čech jsou 
dúlc dvč 111<.:nší soustkdční okr..:si1, kde počd podnikatdli dosahuj..: nadpri"unčrn)•ch 
hodnot: (eské Budčjovicc s okulními okresy (l'rachaticc a Túbor) a lúzci\ské okresy v 
scvcrodpadních (:echúch (Karlovy Vary a Cln:h) a d;'lle okres l'lzci\-mčsto. Na Mo­
rav� palf·í m..:zi nadprllmčm� pouzc Bmo-1nčsto . .lcs..:ník a Zlín. 

Okr..:sy s ncjni/.ší podnikatclskou aktivitou jsou soustfcdčny do nčkolíka oblastí. l'atf"í 
sem rozs�ihlé území na Českomoravské vrchovine (s ncjnižšími intenzitami pfcdev�ím 
v moravských okresech) a širší zázemí brnenské aglomerace. a okresy severovýchodní 
Moravy s ncjnižšími intenzitami v nčkterých okresech ostravské aglomeracc (Karviná, 
Fr)·dck-Míst�k). V Cechúch jsou lo pŕcdevším okresy scvcrních Čech (Teplice. Most . 
Chon1utov. l�Jstí nad l.ahcu1) a z:'•padni ajíl.nlz:'Jzcnlí l'lmč (Doma7.1ir..:. l'lzcil-jih). 

IVIo.irc!!ion;'llní v:Jriahilita InN-en:'• vnr iačn ím koelicientem je nejvyšší v polwstinslví a 
ubytovúní a w výrobnkh slu/.húd1. Ncjni/.ší je v obchodč. kier)• rclativuč vysok)•u1i 
hodnotami podn íkatelské akt ivity ovlívfínje í relatívn� nízkon variahilítu ve slu;.búch 
cclkem a částečnč i v podnikání cclkem. kde však zrejme pllsobí i jiné vlivy. jako je 
napf. určitú "spccializacc" okresú. 7. mezoreg íon:\lního hlcdiska je mímč vy�ší varia­
bilita n1u.i nwravsk)•1ni okresy uc>. 111C1.i okresy v (..:ch{!ch . 
Variační koclicient nún1 dovolujc i vzú jc1nné porovnúní podnibt..:lské aktivity s 
dalšími ukazateli a 7Jistitjestlí tylo ukazatelc diferencují okresy viec než podn ikatclská 
aktivita. Vybrali jsme údaje o mífe nezamestnanosti, prumčrnou mčsíční mzdu a celko­
vou daľíovou výtčžnost obcí, tedy ukazatele, které jsou obvykle používány pro hodno­
cení rcgionálních disparit. Mczircgionální variabilitu celkové podnikatelské aktivity 
lze považoval za relatívn� nízkou a z hodnocených ukazatelu mčl niž.ší hodnotu pouze 
variační koelicienl prumčrných mčsíčních mezu. 
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