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ABSTRAKT

Predkladana disertacni prace vychazi zparadigmatu nové regionalni geografie, které se
v geografickém mysleni prosazuje od 80. let 20. stol. Podstatou tohoto pfistupu je pojeti regionu jako
socialniho konstruktu, ktery je historicky kontingentnim procesem. Region je tedy v ¢ase vytvaren,
reprodukovan a posléze zanika. Prace vychazi z predpokladu, Ze prakticky v jakémkoliv Uzemi Ize najit
pluralitu region( existujici v ménicich se ¢asoprostorovych kontextech (s rozdilnymi mechanizmy
konstruovani i vyznamy). Zjednodusené se da hovofit o pluralité regiondlnich obrazl, které jsou
na jedné strané vytvareny regionalnimi aktéry za urcitym uUcelem a na strané druhé jsou vnimané
a reprodukované obyvateli uvnitt i vné regionu ve snaze porozumét okolnimu svétu a potfebé najit si
ve svété své vlastni misto. Motivace pro vytvareni obrazd regionu mohou byt rGzné, od pouhé
manifestace svého postaveni v regionalnim systému, pres snahu pripoutat pozornost lidi az po snahu
vyuZzit potencial regionu k naplnéni vlastnich mocenskych aj. cill. Jednotlivé obrazy tak mohou byt
chapdny jako urcité vrstvy regionu. Na zakladé jejich syntézy Ize hledat obecnou predstavu o regionu.

Prace prispiva do diskuse o konceptualizaci regionu, regionalni identity a jejich vzdjemném vztahu.
Konkrétné se pak snazi ovérit moznosti provadét regionalizaci na zakladé analyzy obecné predstavy
o regionu (regionalniho povédomi lidi, pocitu sounaleZitosti s regiony a diskurzu regionalnich obraz().
Klicové pro tuto praci tak neni pouze vymezeni a hodnoceni regiond, ale predevsim samotny proces
formovani, reprodukce a zaniku regionl v Case. Prace navrhuje koncept regionu jako produktu
societalnich vztah(, jehoZz podstatou je neustdld interakce tfi dimenzi regionu: praktikovani,
(re)prezentace a predstava regionu. Pro analytické potfeby prace dale navrhuje prolnuti tohoto
konceptu s teorii institucionalizace regionu Anssi Paasiho. To umoZnuje studovat region skrze tfi
zakladni tvary regionu: Uzemni, symbolicky a instituciondlni. Ctvrty tvar (ukotveni regionu
v regionalnim systému) je de facto nahrazen interakci tfi dimenzi, ktera tak dava regionu identitu.

Dizertace je rozdélena do dvou ¢asti. Prvni pfedstavuje teoreticko-metodologickou diskuzi zakladnich
konceptl zejména z okruhu nové regionalni geografie. Druha je sestavena z osmi vybranych
empirickych studii, které jsou rfazeny do nasledujicich tematickych okruh(: syntetizujici clanky obecné
povahy, empirické studie a c¢lanky s presahem k aplikacim. Potvrdilo se, Ze navriena koncepce
regionalizace je komplexni a ma své misto v pristupech nového regionalismu. Pfresto ji nelze chapat
jako univerzalni odpovéd na otazky spojené s konceptualizaci regionu. Nalézt univerzalni odpovédi
neni mozné ani nezbytné nutné. Diskuse nad spletitym fenoménem, kterym region bezesporu je, tak
musi a budou pokracovat.

KLiCoVA sLoVA:

novy regionalismus; regionalizace; regionalni identita; institucionalizace regionu; societalni produkce regionu
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ABSTRACT

The thesis is rooted in the new regional geography paradigm that gained strength in geographical
thought since the 1980s. This approach is characterized by emphasizing the socially constructed
nature of regions; thus, regions are scrutinized as a historically contingent process. A region is formed,
reproduced and eventually disappears in time. The thesis works with the assumption that a plurality
of regions, that exists in changing time-space contexts of different mechanisms and meanings, can be
experienced de facto in any particular area. In simpler terms, it can be understood as a plurality
of regional images produced on the one side by regional actors to fulfil their particular goals
and on the other regional images produced by inhabitants in and outside the region in order
to understand the outside world and position themselves within it. Motivation for the production
of images can vary, from a simple manifestation of one position in the regional system, through
the attempt to attract attention towards the region to exploitation of the regional potential in order
to fulfil particular power-oriented aims. The general idea of a region can be sought throughout
the synthesis of the many regional images that can be understood as somewhat layers of a region.

The thesis contributes to the discussion on the conceptualization of a region, regional identity
and their mutual relation. In particular, it tries to verify the feasibility of regionalization based
on the general idea of a region (regional consciousness of people, their sense of belonging
and identity of a region). Thus, the key objective of this thesis is not only the delimitation
and evaluation of regions, but also the very process of their formation, reproduction
and disappearance in time. The thesis suggests the concept of region as a product of societal relations
that is based on the constant interaction of three dimensions: practice, (re)presentation and idea
of region. For analytical purposes it is possible to interlace this framework with Anssi Paasi’s theory
of the institutionalization of region. The region, thus, can be studied through three regional shapes:
territorial, symbolic and institutional, while the fourth shape (embeddedness in regional system) is de
facto substituted by the interaction of those three dimensions which gives the identity to the region.

The thesis is split into two parts: a theoretical and methodological discussion of key concepts,
especially from the circle of new regional geography and a set of eight selected empirical studies.
Studies are arranged in following thematic order: the general synthesizing papers; empirical papers;
papers of a more applied character. It was confirmed that the proposed concept of regionalization is
complex and has its place within the approaches of the new regionalism. Yet it cannot be understood
as a universal answer to questions related to the conceptualization of the region. Such a universal
conceptualization is neither desirable nor possible. The debate over a region, the intricate
phenomenon, has to and will continue.

KEY WORDS:

new regionalism; regionalization; regional identity; institutionalization of region; societal production of region
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1. Uvop

Aktudlni promény myslenkovych proudd v regiondini geografii (napf. Claval 2007)
charakterizuje rozsdhla diskuse nad konceptualizaci regionu jako socialni konstrukce
(napf. MacLeod & Jones 2007; Paasi 2010; Jonas 2012; Jones & Woods 2013; Chromy et al.
2014; Harrison & Grove 2014; Vainikka 2015). Tyto ,konstruktivistické” diskuse vsak nejsou
nikterak nové. S vétsi ¢i mensi intenzitou je Ize zaznamenat jiz od 80. let 20. stol. Na vyznamu
nabyvaji zvlasté v 90. letech, kdy je zdlrazriovana predevsim ekonomickd perspektiva
regionu. Oproti tomu v souéasné dobé je nejvétsi pozornost vénovana sitim regiondlnich
aktér(, jejich vyznamu a roli v procesu (re)produkce regiond (Amin 2004; Allen & Cochrane
2007). Region je tak diskutovan jako produkt téchto siti regionalnich aktérd, kteti rozhoduiji
o Uzemnim vymezeni, smyslu a Ucelu regionu, ale také jeho symbolech atp. Region je uchopen
jako proces (napf. Pred 1984), je v Case vytvaren, reprodukovan a posléze zanika. Soucasné
odborné diskuse v regiondini geografii se vSak tykaji mnoha dalSich témat, a to pfedevsim
pozice a vyznamu ad hoc region(, vytvarenych pravé prostiednictvim siti regionalnich aktérQ
v regiondlnim diskurzu (Paasi 2013), pro management Uzemniho rozvoje (Raagmaa 2002;
Sussner 2002; Chromy & Jan( 2003; Semian & Chromy 2014) ¢i skrze spravni fizeni regionll —
governance (Antonsich 2010). V neposledni fadé je vénovdna pozornost vzdjemnému vztahu
mezi regionem a regiondlni identitou a roli, kterou regionalni identita hraje v procesu
formovani regiond rliznych méritek (napr. Paasi 2010; Messely et al. 2014).

Konstruktivisticky myslenkovy proud byva chdpan jako odpovéd na humanistické pfistupy
v geografii 70. a 80. let 20. stol. (napf. Pred 1983; Thrift 1983; Tuan 1990; 2003), které se
utvarely v reakci na striktné nomotetickou geografii. Pro humanistické ptistupy je klicové
zaméreni na ¢lovéka a jeho subjektivné podminéné jednani. Region je v ramci téchto pristupd
chapdn spise jako Zity prostor lidi. | pfes to Ize v ramci humanistického myslenkového proudu
identifikovat specificky koncept tzv. percepcnich regionu. Tento koncept byl popularni zvlasté
v Severni Americe v 70. a 80. letech 20. stol. (napf. Meining 1972; Jordan 1978; Zelinsky 1980),
jeho vliv vsak |ze dokumentovat i nyni (napf. Reginster & Edwards 2001; Liesch et al. 2015).
Podle Jordana (1978, 293) jsou percepcéni regiony ,produktem prostorové percepce
pramérnych [béznych] lidi“. Ackoliv podstatou pro vymezovani percepcénich regiond je
identifikace regionalnich obrazli v myslich lidi, pristupuji autofi k témto regionim jako
ke specifickym uzemnim jednotkam, které maji lidovou, kulturni tradici (Jordan 1978; Zelinsky
1980). V eském prostiedi se tak témto vyzkumam nejvice pfibliZuji pfedevsim etnografické
prace, zabyvajici se kulturnimi a etnografickymi regiony (napf. Frolec 1985; Jefdbek 1987
Tomand| & Pargac 1997; Vareka 1997; Vencélek 1998).
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0Od 90. let 20. stol. se v ramci ,,nového” regionalismu rozviji také do urcité miry alternativni
smér konceptualizace regionu, ktery je charakteristicky zddrazrovanim kontakt(l a vztah(
mezi dil¢imi ,,¢dstmi” regionu, pficemz pod pojmem ¢asti regionu si Ize pfedstavit nejen sidla,
ale také obyvatele, komunity, spole¢nosti, spolecenstvi atp. V abstraktni roviné tak tyto
pfistupy de facto umoziuji vymezit region napfi¢ prostorem, tedy bez Uzemni jednoty
a celistvosti (Allen et al. 1998). Na tento myslenkovy proud postupné navazuje teoretické
uchopeni regionu jako tzv. shromazdéni — assemblage (Amin 2004; Allen & Cochrane 2007),
které lze chapat jako pluralitu regionalnich iniciativ. Ta vznikd prostfednictvim interakce siti
regiondlnich aktérd rlznych méritkovych urovni. Pluralitu Ize ale také spatfovat v mnoZstvi
regionalnich obrazl, které vytvdreji a zprostfedkovavaji rizni regiondlni aktéfi za urcitym
cilem. Tyto obrazy jsou pak na druhé strané vnimany a dale reprodukovany uzemnimi
komunitami a verejnosti jako takovou (napf. Vainikka 2015), ¢imZ pfispivaji k utvareni obecné

predstavy o regionu.

| pfes vySe popsany myslenkovy posun, ktery Ize zaznamenat zejména v anglofonni literature
regionalni geografie, je pro ceskou geografii charakteristicky pretrvavajici silny vliv
nomotetickych pfistupl k regionu. Region je mnohdy redukovan na pouhou kategorii
Ci kontext pfi studiu rdznych fenoménl (napf. Navratil et al. 2012; Klsova 2013;
Novotna et al. 2013; Zenka & Pavlinek 2013). V t&chto vyzkumech je region bran jako dany,
staticky a neménny, pfi¢emz jeho povaha a podstata neni blize diskutovéna.

Nomotetické modelovani regionll predstavuje dlouhodobé jednu z nejvyznamnéjsich vétvi
regionalniho vyzkumu v Cesku (Hampl 2005; Hampl & Marada 2015). Jeho podstatou je
vymezovani regionll na zadkladé analyzy rGznych vztahl v prostoru (dojizdka do zaméstnani,
dopravni obsluznost, atp.). Na zakladé kvalitativniho rozliSeni studovanych vztah( je pak
mozné hodnotit i hierarchii regiondlniho systému. Takto vymezené funkéni regiony jsou
v Case a prostoru proménlivé tak, jak se méni intenzita a kvalita zkoumanych vztah(. Koreny
tohoto typu vyzkumu lze v éeském prostiedi vystopovat az k nestorovi ceské humanni
geografie Jaromiru Koréakovi (napf. Korcak 1934; 1966). Nicméné jednim z nejvyznamnéjsich
predstavitelll tohoto myslenkového proudu u nas je Martin Hampl, ktery formuloval svUj
koncept sociogeografické regionalizace jiz v 60. letech 20. stol. (Hampl 1966; 1967) a déle jej
rozpracoval v pozdéjsich publikacich (Hampl et al. 1978; 1987; Hampl 2005). Nomotetické
modelovani regionll je ovsem velice ,,popularni i v soucasné ceské literature (napr. Halas
& Klapka 2010; Halds 2014; Kraft et al. 2014; Hampl & Marada 2015). Pravdépodobné
nejvétsim nedostatkem nomotetickych pristupl je, mnohdy védomé, zjednodusovani reality
za Ucelem modelovani, a to predevsim ve vybéru zkoumanych vztahl a jejich redukci
na vztahy Cisté ekonomické, resp. socio-ekonomické povahy. Tim tyto vyzkumy nechdvaji
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stranou hlavniho proudu diskuse ¢lovéka a jeho rozhodovéni. Clovék se tak stava pouhym
»prvkem” urcitého regionu.

Nicméné ,,nové” pristupy ke konceptu regionu postupné nabyvaji na vyznamu i v ceském
prostredi. Za jisty meznik mGze byt povazovana publikace Pavla Chromého (2003) ,Formovani
regionalni identity: nezbytnd soucdst geografickych vyzkumua“, ve které autor diskutuje
koncept regionu jako historicky kontingentniho procesu (Pred 1984) a dale de facto
predstavuje teorii institucionalizace regionu Anssiho Paasiho (1986) v Ceské odborné
literatufe a ¢eském kontextu. Od té doby vzniklo mnoho publikaci hldsicich se k této teorii.
Cesti a slovensti autofi se zaméFuji predeviim na analyzu vztahu obyvatel a Gzemi, které
obyvaiji, a snazi se tento vztah méfit (Nikischer 2013; Bucher & IStokovda 2015), popf. tento
vztah studuji ve specifickych kontextech jako je druhé bydleni (Fialova et al. 2010)
Ci perifernost region (Chromy & Jan(i 2003; Chromy & Skala 2010). Pozornost je vénovana
také samotné povaze tohoto vztahu a jejim proménam v zavislosti na kontinuité socio-
kulturniho vyvoje Gzemi (Osoba 2008; Chromy et al. 2009; Sery 2014). V neposledni fadé se
mnoho autorll zabyva studiem jednotlivych tvar( regionu uvazovanych Paasim (1986) a otisky
téchto tvarli ve védomi lidi. Konkrétné pak jde o studium regiondlnich symboll a symboliky
(Sifta & Chromy 2014), zprostfedkovanych regiondlnich obraz(i (Kucera et al. n.d.; Kuéerova
et al. 2015), regiondlnich instituci (Kaskova & Chromy 2014; Chromy et al 2014.) ¢i percepce
(historickych) hranic (Siwek & Bogdova 2007; Sery & Simacek 2012; 2013).

Zde je potieba zminit, Ze mnoho z téchto praci prebird Paasiho koncept nekriticky a dale se
jej nesnazi rozvijet ani konfrontovat se sou¢asnym vyvojem v poznani. Na druhou stranu
konceptualizace regionu jako ¢tyf vzajemné propojenych tvar( (Gzemniho, symbolického,
institucionalniho a zakotveni regionu v regionalnim systému) je vhodnym vychozim bodem
pro teoretické, ale predevsim metodologické, uchopeni regionu pfi vyzkumu. Tato
konceptualizace poskytuje uceleny zplsob zjednoduseni komplexity regionu a predstavuje
tak relevantni ramec i pro studium plurality regionalnich obrazl v uzemi.

Z vy$e popsaného struéného Uvodu je patrné, ze v Cesku prakticky chybi odborna literatura,
kterd by se zabyvala nejen percepénimi regiony, ale predevsim samotnou percepci regiondlni
organizace lidmi (Stefankova & Drbohlav 2014) a jejich pocitem sounaleZitosti s Uzemim.
Vyjimku tvofi snad jen vyzkum percepce historickych a kulturnich hranic (napf. Siwek
& Bogdova 2007; Chromy et al. 2009; Sery & Simacek 2012; 2013). Vyzkum regionu
a regionalni identity vSak zasluhuje hlubsi diskusi samotnych koncept(, stejné jako obezretny
pristup k historickym a kulturnim specifikim zkoumaného Gzemi. Vétsi ddraz na kvalitativni
a kriticky interpretacni metody pfi studiu regionl by proto mohl byt cestou k napraveé tohoto
stavu. Takovy pristup by mél zajistit, aby se z vyzkumU nevytracela dalezZitd otazka lidské
percepce a rozhodovani na jedné strané a otazka mocenskych vztah(l na strané druhé. Nebo
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jinymi slovy, region by nemél byt v regionalnim vyzkumu redukovan na pouhou ekonomickou,
administrativni ¢i statistickou jednotku, ale mél by byt diskutovan jako neustale se ménici
fenomén, ktery lidé néjak chdpou, vytvareji si k nému vztah a déle zprostfedkovavaji jeho
obrazy. Zaroven vsak region mUzZe byt nastrojem v rukou regionalnich aktérd, skrze ktery se
tito aktéfi snazi prosazovat své zajmy, naplfiiovat své cile a ovliviiovat vnimani lidi.

2. CiLE A STRUKTURA PRACE

Predkladdana prace chce pfispét do diskuse o konceptech regionu, regiondlni identity a jejich
vzajemného vztahu a predevsim do diskuse doposud nedostatecné probadané vnimané
dimenze regionu s konkrétnim dlirazem na moznosti regionalizace. V ramci tohoto obecného
zaméreni si prace stanovuje pét diléich cild:

1) Na zakladé heuristiky literatury diskutovat rGizné pfistupy k regionu a jeho vymezeni

s dlirazem na konceptualizaci procesu institucionalizace regionu.
2) Prozkoumat moznosti odhalovat obecné vnimané predstavy regionu.

3) Vramci nového regionalismu definovat moznost regionalizace zaloZzené na zakladé

studia regionalni identity.

4) Diskutovat roli méritka, ale téZ rlznych aktérl, aspektl, faktorll a mechanisma,
na proces vytvareni regionalnich obrazQ, které prispivaji k obecné vnimané predstavé
regionu a zkoumat moznosti jejich hodnoceni.

5) Analyzovat vliv rliznych forem regionu a regionalnich obraz( na reprodukci obecné
vhimané predstavy regionu.

Predmétem této prace tak neni pouze vymezovani a hodnoceni regionl, ale predevsim
studium samotného procesu formovani, reprodukce i zaniku region( v case. Zda vibec
a pfipadné jak je mozné vymezovat regiony na zakladé studia regionalni identity, regionalniho
povédomi obyvatel a jejich percepce regionalnich informaci, jejich pocitu sounadleZitosti
s regionem a zaroven rliznych zprostfedkovanych regionalnich obraz(, je jednou z hlavnich
vyzkumnych otazek prace. Zaroven je nutné zamérit se na dalsi klicové otazky typu: Jaké
rozdily Ize nalézt vreprodukci regioni srlznou povahou regionalni identity? Jaké
mechanismy a podminénosti jsou za témito rozdily?

Predkladana disertacni prace je rozdélena do dvou ¢asti (viz strana 35). Prvni ¢ast predstavuje
teoreticko-metodologickou diskusi zakladnich koncept(i zejména z okruhu nové regionalni
geografie. Nejprve jsou predstaveny a diskutovany hlavni koncepty a teoretické ramce
dllezité pro konceptualizaci regionalizace zaloZzené na regionalni identité. Teoreticky ramec
prace je ndsledovdn metodologickymi doporucenimi jak empiricky pfistupovat
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k predstavenému konceptu regionalizace. Nasledné jsou v kontextu prace strucné
predstaveny jednotlivé empirické studie, které jsou soucasti druhé casti. V zavéru je
diskutovano naplnéni vyzkumnych cilé a jsou zde nastinény mozné sméry dalsiho vyzkumu,
které by mohly na tuto disertaci navazat a vhodné ji doplfiovat a rozsifovat. Druha ¢ast prace
je sestavena z osmi vybranych empirickych studii (pét ¢lanka publikovanych v ¢asopisech s IF,
jeden v Casopise bez IF, jedna kapitola v kolektivni monografii mezinarodniho autorského
kolektivu a jeden rukopis pripraveny k odeslani do redakce ¢asopisu s IF; viz strana 35). Clanky
jsou fazeny do nasledujicich tematickych okruh(: syntetizujici ¢lanky obecné povahy
(Semian 2015; n.d.), empirické studie (Semian 2012a; 2012b; Chromy et al. 2014) a ¢lanky
s presahem do aplika¢ni roviny (Semian & Chromy 2014; David & Semian 2015;
Semian et al. 2016).

3. MIATERIAL A METODIKA

Je patrné, Ze diskuse nad konceptualizaci regionu jsou velmi Siroké a komplexni. Logicky pak
v ramci téchto diskusi Ize zaznamenat mnoho riznych metodologickych pfistupl k uchopeni
a studiu regionl. Vzhledem k velké komplexité samotného konceptu regionu je obtizné
rozlisit, které pfistupy a metody jsou vhodnéjsi nez jiné. Vybér pouZitych metod pfi vyzkumu
regionu by mél byt vidy kriticky zddvodnén ve vztahu k teoretické diskusi konceptu. Rlzné
metody mohou byt uzZitecné pro studium rdznych regionalnich komponent(, procesq,
vhitfnich i vnéjsich hybnych sil, jakozto i pro studium regiondlniho milieu a regionalnich
aktérl. V obecné roviné se zda byt vhodné pfi vyzkumu regiont kombinovat riizné metody,
které se vzajemné dopliuji a které pfispivaji ke kumulativnimu poznani komplexity konceptu
regionu. Pro lepSi pochopeni podstaty regionu je dale vhodné kombinovat extenzivni
a intenzivni pfistupy k vyzkumu a vyuzit jak kvalitativni tak kvantitativni metody v duchu
kritického realismu (Sayer 1989; 1992).

Zjednodusené lze konstatovat, Ze metodologické pftistupy tradi¢niho regionalismu jsou
zamérené zejména na Uzemni vymezeni regionl a jejich hodnoceni. Presto k nim nelze
pfistupovat jako k pouhym idiografickym popisim urcitych regiondlnich charakteristik
a prostredi. Vyznamna cast téchto pristupl je totiz zamérena na vyzkum prostorovych vztahd,
které formuji regionalni systém, resp. na vyzkum funkénich regionl. V ¢eském prostredi jsou
tyto pristupy v odborné geografické literature bohaté diskutovany. Prostor je vénovan zvlasté
vymezovani regionl na zakladé matematickych a statistickych modelll sociogeografickych
interakci (Halas & Klapka 2010), a to zejména s dlirazem na mobilitu lidi, ktera je pojata jako
indikator socialné integrovanych Uzemi. Primarné jsou vyuzita data pracovni a Skolni dojizdky
(Hampl 2005; Hampl & Marada 2015), ale hodnoceny jsou i dalSi datové zdroje,
napr. dopravni toky (Kraft et al. 2014) ¢i rGzné socio-ekonomické charakteristiky (Halas
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& Klapka 2010; Novak & Netrdova 2011). Takovéto vyzkumy pak ¢asto aspiruji na hodnoceni
regiondlnich systém( prostrednictvim kvantitativni analyzy agregovanych dat (napf. Hampl
2005; Musil & Miller 2008; Novdk & Netrdova 2011). Snaha pochopit proces formovani
a reprodukce regionu zlstava z velké ¢asti stranou téchto vyzkumd.

Myslenkovy proud nového regionalismu oZivil diskusi o moznych zplisobech konceptualizace
regionu a prinesl nové pristupy k vyzkumu region(, pro které jsou vhodné jiné metodické
postupy i zdroje dat a informaci. Ty by mély reflektovat zejména zménu v predmétové
orientaci vyzkum(. Do popredi zdjmu se na misto otazky vymezeni a hodnoceni regiond
dostava snaha zkoumat a pochopit proces vzniku, ndsledné reprodukce a ptipadné i zaniku
regionu. V ramci téchto novych pfistupl k vyzkumu regiont lze rozlisit nékolik specifickych
typl vyzkumu. Jednim znich je studium reprodukce regionu v regionalnim diskurzu
(Paasi 2013). Vyzkumy v ramci této skupiny maji spolecny zajem o zprostiedkovany obraz
regionu. Ke slovu tak prichazeji obsahové, diskurzni, sémiotické, sémantické a heuristické
analyzy textovych i vizudlnich obrazl (napf. Rose 2007). Jako zdroj informaci pro tyto analyzy
Ize vyuZit pestrou paletu médii. BéZné jsou vyuzivany skolni u¢ebnice (Kucerova et al. 2015),
regionalni pohlednice (Kucera et al. n.d.), regionalni noviny (Frisvoll & Rye 2009; Simon et al.
2010; David & Semian 2015), regionalni vlastivédna i beletricka literatura vcetné turistickych
pravodcd (Semian 2012b; 2015), regionalni materialy propagacni povahy (Semian 2015),
ale také film, hudba, atp. V téchto vyzkumech casto zUstava nezodpovézena jedna vyznamna
otazka: Kdo a proc€ tyto obrazy vytvafi a za jakym ucelem je zprostiedkovava? Tedy kdo ma
moc ovliviiovat diskurz regionu a éeho se snazi dosahnout pravé prostfednictvim ovlivhovani
diskurzu? To nds privadi k dalsi specifické skupiné vyzkumU zabyvajicich se mocenskymi
vztahy v Uzemi. Pro tento typ vyzkumu jsou vhodné metody vice kvalitativni povahy.
Pouzivany jsou zejména interpretativni analyza politického diskurzu tykajiciho se regionu
(Paasi 2013), zucastnéné pozorovani jednani regionalnich aktér( a instituci (Frisvoll
& Rye 2009) ¢i rozhovory s klicovymi aktéry regiondlniho Zivota (Messely et al. 2014;
Vainikka 2015; Semian n.d.).

Specifickou skupinu vyzkumu predstavuji také studie, které se snazi analyzovat regionalni
védomi skupin lidi a jejich pocit soundlezitosti. Vramci této skupiny lze identifikovat
svébytnou vétev vyzkumi zamérenych na hodnoceni Uzemni diferenciace a vytvareni
typologii regiond zaloZenych na vyzkumu regionalni identity. Tyto vyzkumy jsou typické
vyuZitim kvantitativnich analyz sekundarnich dat z pridzkum0( verejného minéni a censQ.
Statistickymi analyzami jsou zpracovavana data z Setfeni v riznych méritkovych drovnich:
mezinarodni (napf. Eurobarometr; Antonsich & Holland 2014; Nikischer 2013), narodni
(napt. Séitani lidi dom( a bytd; Kuldova 2005; Sifta & Chromy 2014; Bucher & Istokova 2015)
i lokdIni (napf. anketarni Setfeni; Jordan 1978; Chromy & Skala 2010; Chromy et al. 2014).
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Veétsi Setfeni jsou vétsinou statisticky reprezentativni, ale pfi jejich pouziti je potreba kritické
obezfetnosti predevsim smérem k moznym rozdilim v interpretaci definice klicovych pojma
jako ,vztah” a ,region”. Na druhou stranu jsou mensi (lokdlni) ankety sice omezené
v moznosti formulovani zobecnujicich zavér(, ale umoznuji intenzivni vyzkum v regionu, ktery
muzZe byt nastaven tak, aby presahoval ramec kvantitativni analyzy Uzemni diferenciace.
Takovy typ vyzkumu proto Ize chapat jako druhou svébytnou vétev vyzkumu v rdmci vyzkum
regionalniho védomi. Tyto pfistupy jsou zaméfeny na vyzkum podstaty a pochopeni vztahu
obyvatel ke konkrétnimu regionu (Chromy et al. 2014; Sifta & Chromy 2014). Charakteristické
pro tuto skupinu vyzkum jsou predevsim kvalitativni metody jako napt. polostrukturované
a neformalni rozhovory, zucastnéné pozorovani (Kneafsey 2000) ¢i studium regionalnich
nazvl pouzivanych v médiich pro zaleZitosti tykajici se regionu (Simon et al. 2010; Semian
2015) nebo analyza ndzv( pouZivanych regionalnimi spole¢nostmi (Zelinsky 1980;
Liesch et al. 2015) i lidmi — obyvateli pro vyjadrfeni regionalni pfislusnosti (Jordan 1978;
Semian 2012a; n.d.). Treti a posledni vétev predstavuji studie zamérené na percepci region(
a jejich uzemniho vymezeni, regionalnich symboll a regionalnich instituci. Vedle vyse
zminénych metod dotaznikového Setfeni, rozhovorll a pozorovani se ¢asto pouziva analyza
mentdlnich map obyvatel, a to zejména pro studium hranic region (Semian 2012b; n.d.; Sery
& Simacek 2013).

Koncept regionu je velmi spletity a lze knému pfistupovat skrze mnoho vzajemné
provdazanych dimenzi, které jsou sice komplementdrni, ale zdrover se od sebe znacné lisi. Je
tedy patrné, Ze nemize existovat jedna vSeobecnda metoda, ktera by dokazala zkoumat
koncept regionu v jeho rozmanitosti. Vyse predstaveny metodologicky ramec pokryva tri
zakladni dimenze regionu: danou, zprostifedkovanou a vnimanou. Obecnd predstava regionu
by tedy méla byt studovana prostiednictvim kombinace uvedenych pfistupd a metod. Dliraz
by pak mél byt kladen zejména na komplementaritu zvolenych metod a kumulativnost
ziskaného poznani s moZnosti ndsledné syntézy. Dale by zvldstni pozornost méla byt
vénovana také komparativni analyze rlznych regionl a zkuSenosti. V ¢eské odborné
literature je nejlépe prozkoumana dana dimenze regionu. Metody studujici tuto dimenzi jsou
proto v této praci zdmérné upozadény. Nicméné to neznamend, Ze studium integrujicich
procesu a jejich vyznamu pro formovani a reprodukci regionu neni daleZité. Poznatky o dané
dimenzi regionu z odborné literatury jsou zohlednény pfi interpretaci jednotlivych vysledkd
dil¢ich studii a zaroven vstupuji i do samotného vyzkumného ramce napf. v podobé urcujici
podminky pro vybér pfipadovych studii (viz Semian 2015; Semian n.d.).

Tato prace je zamérena predevsim na studium procesl formujicich a reprodukujicich region.
Pouzité metody jsou vidy predstaveny v jednotlivych odbornych ¢lancich. Ve struéném
prehledu je v praci pouZita obsahovd, sémanticka, heuristicka, diskurzni a komparativni
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analyza predevsim textovych materidld a regionalnich nazvl, dotaznikové Setfeni (mistni
anketarni Setfeni) v zajmovych Uzemich a analyza mentalnich map obyvatel. Za Ucelem
zpresnéni interpretace vysledkd provedenych analyz je nezbytné pristupovat k vyzkumu se
znalosti mistniho prostifedi a historickych specifik. Proto bylo v zdjmovych regionech dale
uskutecnéno Setreni v podobé zucastnéného pozorovani, neformalnich rozhovord s mistnimi
obyvateli a polostrukturovanych rozhovoru s vybranymi regionalnimi aktéry. Hlavnim Gcelem
téchto vyzkum bylo pravé nabyti detailnéjsich znalosti o regionech a Zivoté v nich. Tyto
vyzkumy slouzi jako pozadi pro odbornou diskusi a interpretaci ziskanych informaci a nejsou
tak explicitné uvedeny v Zzadném z ¢lankd. Ackoli v disertaci k regionu pfistupuji pfedevsim
ze socio-kulturni perspektivy, jsem si védom, Ze tuto perspektivu nelze upfednostfiovat
pred perspektivou socio-ekonomickou, environmentalni ani politickou. Komplexni vyzkum
regionu by mél zahrnovat vSechny tyto perspektivy. Dale v praci vyzdvihuji potiebu historické
perspektivy pfi studiu region s ddrazem na dynamiku regiondlni reprodukce a zmény

Casoprostorovych kontext(.

4. VYSLEDKY A DISKUSE

Na zakladé teoretickych vstupu, které jsou blize diskutovany v prvni ¢asti disertace a které
jsou ve strucnosti shrnuty i v Uvodu tohoto autoreferatu, Ize konstatovat, Ze pluralitu regiond
Ize nalézt prakticky vjakémkoli Uzemi. Pluralitu regiond lze zjednodusené chapat jako
pluralitu regionalnich obraz(i wvytvarenych a zprostfedkovdvanych na jedné strané
regionalnimi aktéry za urcitym ucelem a na strané druhé vnimanych a dale reprodukovanych
obyvateli uvnitf i vné regionu ve snaze porozumét okolnimu svétu a ve snaze definovat své

misto na svéeté.

Pluralita regionalnich obrazi neznamena, Ze si jednotlivé obrazy navzajem musi nezbytné
konkurovat. R(zné regiondlni obrazy (regiony) vytvarené za rlznym ucelem mohou
odkazovat ke stejné regionalni identité, a tim pfispivat k obecné vnimané predstavé regionu.
Pfitom motivace pro vytvareni regionalnich obrazi mohou byt zcela odlisné od pouhé
manifestace svého postaveni v regionalnim systému, pfes snahu pfitahnout pozornost lidi, az
po snahu vyuZit potencial regionu (Semian 2015). Ve strucnosti lze konstatovat, Ze v prostoru
se lze setkat spfirodnimi regiony (vymezeny podle pfirodnich jednotek,
napr. geomorfologické celky, povodi), etnografickymi a kulturnimi regiony (vymezeny
na zakladé etnickych, etnografickych nebo kulturnich specifik obyvatel izemi), ad hoc regiony
(vymezeny za urcitym specifickym cilem — ochrana ¢i konzervace pfirody a krajiny, spoluprace
obci, Uzemni rozvoj, management cestovniho ruchu, propagace regionu, administrativni
organizace instituci, atp.). Administrativni regiony, tedy regiony se spravni a samospravni
funkci, jsou specifickym typem ad hoc regiond, ktery je zvlasté vyznamny pro utvareni obecné
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predstavy regionu. Pokud néktery z téchto region zanikne, jeho identita mlze pretrvat
v regionalnim povédomi, a tak mit i nadale vliv na obecnou predstavu regionu (Zimmerbauer
2011). V této souvislosti nesmime zapomenout zminit také percepcni regiony a v neposledni
fadé i regiony funkéni, které maiji také vliv na chovani lidi, jejich pocit soundleZitosti s Uzemim
a jejich predstavu o regionalni organizaci prostoru (Semian n.d.).

Mezi pluralitu regionalnich obrazli v izemi je moiné vnést urcity rad studiem pravé
regiondlniho povédomi obyvatel a jejich pocitu sounaleZitosti s Uzemim. Komplementarni
obrazy regionli se syntetizuji skrze lidskou percepci v kolektivnim védomi. Proto lze
predpokladat, Ze je moZné vymezovat regiony pravé na syntéze mnoha rlznych regionalnich
obrazli (jak konstruovanych tak vnimanych) prfitomnych v Uzemi. Takové regiony
pochopitelné nebudou univerzalni, ale sdilené, a budou pfedstavovat bézny obraz regionu —
vytvareny, zprostfedkovavany a vnimany.

Zde je moiné vidét urcitou paralelu ke konstruktivistickému ramci societalni produkce
prostoru (Lefebvre 1976; 1991; cf. Brenner & Elden 2009), ktery Ize adaptovat na societalni
produkci regionu. Region tak mlZe byt konceptualizovan jako produkt interakce mezi tfremi
vrstvami:

1) Praktikovani regionu (practice of region) — zplsob jak lidé interaguji s jejich okolnim
prostiedim v kazdodennim Zivoté. Tyto interakce reprodukuji region jako vztah a zity
prostor. Kazdodenni praxe je ovlivnéna existujici reprezentaci regionu a také
produkuje informace, které maji vliv na povédomi lidi o organizaci regionalniho

systému.

2) (Re)prezentace regionu (representation of region) — zplUsob jak je region
zprostiredkovavan rlznymi skupinami aktérd s rGznymi cili skrze rliznd média. Tato
Cast predstavuje produkci a zprostfedkovani regiondlnich informaci tak, jak si nékdo
preje, aby ostatni region vnimali. Zaroven ale reprezentace regionu muizZe podle miry
institucionalizace regionu klast urcité prekdzky pro kazdodenni Zivot lidi, které

ovliviuji vztahy v tzemi.

3) Predstava regionu (idea of region) — zpUsob jak lidé vnimaji region jako prostorovou
jednotku. Percepce je ovlivnéna mnoha aspekty jak vnitfnimi, tak vnéjsimi. Kvalita
a kvantita informaci je zde velmi dilezitd. Percepce ma také vliv na kazdodenni
aktivitu lidi.

Tak jak vSechny tfi vrstvy prochazeji neustdlou obménou, interakce mezi nimi je
reprodukovana v ¢ase a prostoru. BEhem procesu reprodukce regionu jsou tedy vSechny tfi
vrstvy v neustdlé interakci a jedna druhou vzdjemné ovliviuji. Region je tak socidlnim
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konstruktem, ktery je reprodukovdn prostfednictvim neustalého balancovani na rozhrani
téchto tfi vrstev. Ackoli region miZe postradat jednu nebo i dvé tyto vrstvy, stava se plné
vyvinutym pravé skrze propojeni vSech tfi. PIné vyvinuty region je mnohem vice odolny vici
zaniku.

Pro analytické potfeby je vhodné prolnout tento ramec s konceptem dekonstrukce regionu
do tii tvar(l, které predstavil Paasi (1986): GUzemni, symbolicky a institucionalni. Ctvrty
»Paasiho” tvar regionu — ukotveni regionu v regiondlnim systému — je de facto nahrazen pravé
interakci tfi vrstev, ktera dava regionu identitu (obr. 1). V nékterych jednotlivych studiich
nazyvam tento koncept terminem ,,geosocialni regionalizace”, a to z toho dlivodu, Ze region
je zde studovan jako produkt societalnich vztahl. Nicméné zavedeni takovéhoto terminu
vyzaduje mnohem SirSi odbornou diskusi, a proto jsem se rozhodl| tento pracovni nazev
vynechat z Uvodni ¢3sti disertace.

Idea of region

Territorial (Imagined)
Shape
Symbolic Institutional
Shape Shape

Time

Regional
identity

Territorial
Shape
Symbolic
Shape

Institutional
Shape

Reprezentation of region
(Constructed)

Territorial
Shape

Ew\oam\ on >

power

Shape

Symbolic
Shape

‘ Institutional

Practice of region
(Experienced)

Obr. 1: Societalni produkce regionu

Zdroj: autortv koncept podle Lefebvre 1976; 1991; Paasi 1986

| pfes to, Ze je potieba se zabyvat pfi provadéni regionalizace viemi vrstvami i tvary regionu,
klicové je Uzemni vymezeni regionud. U takto komplexné pojatého konceptu nelze ocekavat,
Ze se podafi Uzemi vymezit jedinou ostrou hranici. To ostatné neni ani zadouci. Lze oekavat,
Zze hranice regiond vymezenych na zakladé vySe popsaného konceptu budou spiSe
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prechodného (fuzzy) charakteru (Christiansen et al. 2000; Sendhardt 2013; cf. Schlogel 2009).
Je tak jednoznacné, Ze region vymezeny na zakladé jeho obecné predstavy bude mit
rozostiené hranice, které budou navic v ¢ase proménlivé. Hranice se mohou také liSit mezi
raznymi skupinami uZivatel( regionu (napf. generacni rozdily ve vymezeni hranic). Nicméné
fuzzy hranice poskytuji urcitou naraznikovou zénu, kterda by méla tyto rdznici se nazory
absorbovat.

Navrhovany koncept integruje funkéni, normativni a percepéni regionalizaci
komplementarnim zplsobem. Jeho jednotlivé casti byly ve svétové literature Siroce
diskutovdny, nicméné vzajemny vztah jednotlivych ¢asti je doposud spiSe na okraji zajmu
regionalnich védcl a zaslouZi si dalsi diskusi.

5. ZAVERY

V souladu s hlavnimi vyzkumnymi otazkami a cili prace a na zakladé vysledk( vyzkuma, které
jsou prezentovany v jednotlivych dil¢ich studiich, lze konstatovat, Ze je moiné prostorové
vymezit regiony na zakladé analyzy obecné predstavy regionu — regionalniho povédomi lidi,
jejich pocitu soundleZitosti sregiony a diskurzu regiondlnich obrazl. Takto pojata
regionalizace je velmi komplexni fenomén, ktery ma své misto v soucasné cCeské i svétové
diskusi o novych pfistupech kregionu a jeho konceptualizaci jako procesu vramci
myslenkového proudu nového regionalismu. Regiony jsou socidlni konstrukce ovlivnéné
vnéjsimi ramci a vnitfrnimi podminénostmi. Proto je velmi dulezité regiony studovat s citem
k mistnim a historickym specifikim tak, aby bylo mozné postihnout promény hybnych sil
(politické, ekonomické, socidlni, kulturni, environmentalni atd.), které se podileji na utvareni
a reprodukci regionl, ale také promény jejich vyznamu v rlznych casoprostorovych
kontextech.

V soucasné geografické literatufe existuje mnoho konceptualizaci regionu. Nicméné mnoho
z nich vysvétluje proces formovani a reprodukce regionu jen v omezené mire. Pfedkladany
koncept se nesnazi tyto pfistupy vyvracet, ale naopak navrhuje jejich dalsi teoretizaci
a diskusi, a to predevSim smérem kjejich vzdjemnému komplementdrnimu propojeni.
V komplexnim pfistupu k regionu je nutné zahrnout tfi Urovné regionu: danou (praktikovani
regionu), vytvarenou (reprezentace regionu) a vnimanou (predstava regionu).
Prostfednictvim studia téchto tfi vrstev je mozné postihnout obecnou predstavu regionu.
Zména hodnotové orientace je soucasti obecnych zmén spolecnosti. Soucasné tak dochazi
i k proméné vyznamu, dlleZitosti a podstaty potieby nékam patfit (pocitu zakotveni).
To s sebou nezbytné prindsi i promény vztahu lidi k mistdm a regionim a jejich pocitu
sounalezitosti s nimi. Na vyznamu tak nabyva tfeti — vnimana — dimenze regionu, kterd

doposud stoji ¢astecné stranou hlavniho zdjmu odbornik(. Navic regiony vymezené
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na zakladé jejich obecné predstavy se zdaji byt Siroce akceptované verejnosti. Maji tak
potencidl stat se sjednocujicim prvkem, ktery buduje komunitu, dale ji stmeluje a stimuluje
obcéanskou ochotu podilet se na vefejném Zivoté v regionu a jeho Uzemnim rozvoji. Nebo
alesponi predstavuji dobrou znacku, ktera je vhodna pro propagaci uvnitf i vné regionu. Tato
vlastnost je Casto akcentovana regiondlnimi aktéry.

U regiona se silnou regiondlni identitou se na zdkladé vyzkumu jevi, Ze obecna predstava
regionu miZe byt znacné Siroce pojata. Lze ocekavat, Ze rlizné projevy (véetné Uzemniho)
regionu budou dobfe rozpoznatelné. Silny bude také pocit sounalezitosti lidi s regionem,
a to zvlasté v SirSim jddrovém Uzemi. V okrajovych (kontaktnich) zénach pak bude dochazet
k pfekryvani a prolinani regionalnich identit. Na druhou stranu Ize u regiond s méné silnou
identitou pozorovat mnohem uZsi vymezeni regionu tak, jak se mezi lidmi rdzni nazory
na region. Vymezeni na zakladé pocitu sounaleZitosti tak bude mnohem vice rozostfené
a bude se prolinat s dalSimi slabé definovanymi identitami. Vztah mezi rlznymi projevy
regionu a obecnou predstavou regionu blize rozebirdm v ¢lanku Semian (n.d.).

Ve svétle vSeho, co je v disertaci uvedeno, je mozné na Uplny zavér konstatovat, Ze region je
skutecné spletitym konceptem. Tato prace tak pfispivda do nikdy nekoncici diskuse
o konceptualizaci regionu a nesmi byt vnimdna jako univerzdini odpovéd na otazky
s ni spojené. Univerzalni konceptualizace neni ani mozna, ani nezbytné nutna. Nicméné lepsi
porozuméni konceptu regionu je ¢im dal tim vice nezbytné a relevantni, a to zvlasté pak
s neustalym tlakem na aplikovatelnost poznatk( regionalniho vyzkumu (regionalni rozvoj,
turisticky management atd.). Proto by se diskuse tykajici se konceptualizace regionu mély vice
zaméfit na pochopeni procesu formovani a reprodukce regionu misto pouhé snahy

o vymezeni regionl a jejich hodnoceni.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The contemporary regional geography paradigm (see e.g. Claval 2007) is characterized
by emphasizing the socially constructed nature of regions (see e.g. MacLeod & Jones 2007;
Paasi 2010; Jonas 2012; Jones & Woods 2013; Chromy et al. 2014; Harrison & Grove 2014,
Vainikka 2015). The “constructivist” approaches can be traced back to the 1980s. Their main
stream of the 1990s was primarily focused on the economic perspective of the region. Despite
criticism, the economic and political focus of most studies perpetuates itself even
in the contemporary discourse. Although, the main focus is centered on regional actors
and their networks that are responsible for the (re)production of regions (Amin 2004; Allen
& Cochrane 2007). Region and its delimitation are thus understood as constructed by those
regional actor networks that make decisions about the purpose, the territory, symbols, etc.
of either an emerging or a reconstituted region. Therefore, region is a (political) process
(see e.g. Pred 1984; Paasi 1986). Nevertheless, many other topics are studied
in contemporary regional geography, such as the role of ad hoc regions in the regional
discourse (Paasi 2013), discussion on regional development (Raagmaa 2002; Sissner 2002;
Chromy & Jan(i 2003; Semian & Chromy 2014) and governance (Antonsich 2010). In part,
scholars tend to pay attention to the relation of region and regional identity and to the role
of regional identity in the region formation process (e.g. Paasi 2010; Zimmerbauer 2011;

Messely et al. 2014) at various scale levels.

This paradigm might be seen as a reaction to humanistic approaches in geography during
the 1970s and 1980s (see e.g. Pred 1983; Thrift 1983; Tuan 1990; 2003). These approaches
emerged as a reaction to strictly nomothetic geography, making humans and their opinion
important part of the scope of geographical research. They approach region more as lived
space of humans. There is a special stream within humanistic approaches that deals
with so-called “vernacular region”. This stream was popular especially in North American
literature of the 1970s and 1980s (see e.g. Meining 1972; Jordan 1978; Zelinsky 1980) but it
perpetuates until today (e.g. Reginster & Edwards 2001; Liesch et al. 2015). “Vernacular
region is the product of the spatial perception of average people” (Jordan 1978, 293).
However the concept searches for the common view of regional organization in the minds
of the general public, the regions are mainly addressed as specific territorial units rich in folk
traditions (Jordan 1978; Zelinsky 1980). Thus, the corresponding research works available
in Czech literature usually concern ethnographic studies on cultural and ethnographic regions
(see e.g. Frolec 1985; Jerdbek 1987; Tomand| & Pargac 1997; Vareka 1997; Vencalek 1998).

On the other hand, there is still rather a new stream in the “new” regionalism paradigm which
regards region as an assemblage (Amin 2004; Allen & Cochrane 2007). This deconstruction,
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which originates in relational approaches of the 1990s and the early 215t century, suggests
the crucial role of relations in the emergence of a region and its perception which may
theoretically result into a region delimited across space, i.e. independently on spatial unity
(Allen et al. 1998). The assemblage conception is also based on the actor networks decision-
making. It can be seen as a plurality of regionalist initiatives which contributes to the general
idea of region. This plurality is not only produced by regional actor networks, but also
perceived and reproduced by territorial communities and the general public (see e.g. Vainikka
2015). Yet it is this constituent of region and regional identity that still tends to be somewhat
neglected by scholars.

Despite this shift in Anglophone literature, the strong and persistent influence of nomothetic
approaches to a region can be witnessed in Czech geographical literature. Region is often
reduced to a mere category or context in the study of various phenomena (see e.g. Navratil
et al. 2012; KGsova 2013; Novotna et al. 2013; Zenka & Pavlinek 2013). In such researches,
region is scrutinized as a given, unchangeable and static entity and its nature is not further
theorized.

The nomothetic modelling of regions represents one of the most important branches
of contemporary regional research in Czechia (Hampl 2005; Hampl & Marada 2015). It is
based on the construction of regions according to various relations in space (e.g. commuting,
transport, etc.). These functional regions are changeable over time and space as long
as the crucial relations in question are changeable. The hierarchy of regions can be sought
through the differentiation of the quality of the studied relationships. This kind of regional
studies has a long tradition in Czech science and its roots can be traced back to the doyen
of Czech human geography Jaromir Korcak (see e.g. Koréak 1934; 1966). Nevertheless,
the leading author promoting this approach is Martin Hampl who first presented his idea
of sociogeographical regionalization as early as in the 1960s (Hampl 1966; 1967) and further
developed the idea later on (Hampl et al. 1978; 1987; Hampl 2005). But socio-geographical
modelling is popular even in contemporary literature (see e.g. Halds & Klapka 2010;
Halas 2014; Kraft et al. 2014; Hampl & Marada 2015). Particularly in the field of relations,
their selection and reduction, these studies often intentionally simplify reality to strictly
economic or socio-economic relationships for the sake of modelling, thereby reducing it
mainly in terms of human decision-making (not always rational), human consciousness
and perception of regional organization, leaving human beings as merely occupants
of a particular region. This can be understood as their main shortage.

Despite the aforementioned, approaches of new regionalism get in strength in Czech regional
research in the last decade. Their central point is the conceptualization of region
as a historically contingent process. This concept was introduced to Anglophone literature
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in the 1980s (Pred 1984). Nevertheless, what can be considered a milestone in the application
of this concept in the Czech academic environment is the publication of Pavel Chromy’s
the paper titled “Formovani regionalni identity: nezbytnd soucast geografickych vyzkuma
[Formation of regional identity: A necessary part of geographical research]” (2003).
The author de facto introduces the Anssi Paasi’s concept of the institutionalization of region
(Paasi 1986) into the Czech academic literature and milieu. Many other papers, books
and theses using this conceptual background or methodological framework have been
published ever since. Most Czech (and Slovak) authors focus on the analysis
of the inhabitants-territory relationship and its measuring (Nikischer 2013; Bucher & IStokova
2015) or on the study thereof in a specific context such as second housing (Fialova et al. 2010)
and peripheral regions (Chromy & Jand 2003; Chromy & Skala 2010). Special attention is also
paid to its differentiation based on the continuity of socio-cultural development, especially
in the context of areas affected by the expulsion of Czech Germans after World War I
(Osoba 2008; Chromy et al. 2009; Sery 2014). In connection with this recently introduced
conceptual framework, many researches deal with individual partial shapes of region
and their imprints in people’s consciousness. These comprise in particular symbols and logos
(Sifta & Chromy 2014; Jan Kopp’s unpublished research on Geopark logos), mediated regional
images (Kucera et al. n.d.; Kuderova et al. 2015), regional institutions (Kaskova & Chromy
2014; Chromy et al 2014.), or people’s perception of historical borders (Siwek & Bogdova
2007; Sery & Simacek 2012; 2013).

It must be said that many of these works incorporate Paasi’s concept uncritically. They fail
to further elaborate or critically discuss it in view of more recent regional conceptualizations.
On the other hand, the concept of deconstructing region into four shapes (territorial,
symbolic, institutional and regional embeddedness) is an appropriate starting-point for both
theoretical and primarily methodological scrutinizing of the examined region. It is mainly
because it provides a coherent way to simplify reality. It also constitutes a relevant framework

for deconstructing the assemblage of regions in a territory.

From aforementioned, it is clear that there is almost no relevant Czech geographical literature
devoted to vernacular regions, inhabitants’ perception of regions (Stefankova & Drbohlav
2014) and their territorially articulated sense of belonging. The only exception are research
projects on public perception of historical and cultural borders (see Siwek & Bogdova 2007,
Chromy et al. 2009; Sery & Simacek 2012; 2013). Research on regional identity and the region
itself deserves more cautiousness toward the conceptual discussions as well as to historical
and cultural specificities of the researched area. An increased incorporation of qualitative
and critically interpretative methods into the methodological framework should be more
than useful. Such approaches ought to ensure that the crucial question of human perception
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and decision-making on the one hand, and the question of power relationships on the other
will not disappear from the concept of region. Or in other words, region cannot be reduced
simply to an economic, administrative or statistical unit. However, it can be addressed
as an “animate”, constantly changing, phenomenon which also makes it a resource
for regional actors to meet their particular goals, one that people may perceive and feel
attached to while further mediating their images thereof.

2. AIMS OF THE STUDY

Based on these grounds, this thesis aims to contribute to this insufficiently explored
dimension of region, regional identity and their mutual relation with a particular focus
on regionalization. Therefore, the objectives of this thesis are articulated as follows:

1) to discuss the various approaches toward region and its delimitation with special
focus on the conceptualization of the institutionalization of the region based
on the heuristic literature review;

2) to explore the possibility of searching for a general idea of region;

3) to define the potential for regionalization on the basis of regional identity within
the framework of the new regionalism;

4) to discuss the role of scale and various actors, aspects, factors and mechanisms
in the process of the production of regional images constituting the general idea
of region and the possibilities of their evaluation; and

5) to analyze the influence of various forms of regions and their images
on the reproduction of the general idea of region.

Thus, the key objective of this thesis is not only the delimitation and evaluation of regions,
but also the very process of their formation, reproduction and disappearance in time.
The main research question is whether and how it is possible to “draw” regions based
on the study of regional identity, the inhabitants’ regional consciousness, their perception
of regional information, their sense of belonging to a region and diverse regional images, both
produced and mediated. The other important questions are what differences can be
observed in the reproduction of regions with different types of regional identity formation
and what mechanisms and conditionalities can be found behind these differences.

The thesis is split into two parts (see page 35): (1) a theoretical and methodological discussion
and (Il) a set of eight empirical studies. In theoretical part, the main concepts and issues are
addressed and a framework for the conceptualization of regionalization based on regional
identity is presented, drawing upon these discussions. This theoretical framework is followed
by methodological suggestions on how to address the presented concept empirically.
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In the next chapter, the empirical studies (from the second part) are presented, summarized
and put into the context of the whole thesis. The main research goals and questions are
addressed in the conclusion which also outlines new possibilities for further research and
further development of the concept. The second part consists of eight original papers (five
published in journals with impact factor, one in journal without IF, one chapter from an
international collaborative monograph and one manuscript ready for submission; see page
35). The papers are arranged in thematic order: the general synthesizing papers (Semian
2015; n.d.); empirical papers (Semian 2012a; 2012b; Chromy et al. 2014); papers of a more
applied character (Semian & Chromy 2014; David & Semian 2015; Semian et al. 2016).

3. MIATERIAL AND METHODS

The discussion on region is very broad and complex as | have suggested in the previous
chapters. Therefore, there are naturally many methodological conceptions of regionalism,
methodological approaches to the concept of region and many methods useable in both
the research of region and regional research. Because of the complexity of the concept
of region it is hard to say what approaches and methods are the most suitable. The selection
of methods should be critically discussed in relation to the purpose of each study. It is also
dependent on the scale level of the regions discussed. The different methods should be used
for the study of different components of region, different processes, inner and outer
impetuses, qualities of regional milieu and regional actors, etc. It seems to be fruitful to use
a combination of various research methods in order to understand region in its complexity.
Emphasis should be put on the complementarity of research methods and
on the cumulativeness of knowledge obtained from the research. Further, the combination
of extensive and intensive research, using both quantitative and qualitative methods
in the spirit of critical realism (Sayer 1989; 1992), seems to be appropriate in the study of such
a complex concept.

Traditional methodological conceptions of regionalism primarily focus on region delimitation
and evaluation. Nevertheless, these approaches cannot be seen as merely an idiographic
description of specific “given” regions and their environment. Their distinctive part is zeroed
in on exploration and evaluation of spatial relations constituting the regional system,
i.e. functional regions. These particular approaches are well discussed in Czech literature. Key
to them is the delimitation of regions based on mathematic and statistics modelling
of sociogeographical interactions (Halds & Klapka 2010). The main interest is given
to the mobility of people as an indicator of socially integrated areas. The data of work
and school commuting is used primarily (Hampl 2005; Hampl & Marada 2015), but other data
such as transport flows (Kraft et al. 2014), or various socio-economic characteristics (Halds
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& Klapka 2010; Novak & Netrdova 2011) can also be included. These researches can be regard
as narrowing due to their narrow focus only on a specific type of interaction. They often aspire
at evaluating the regional system by way of quantitative analysis of aggregated data
(see e.g. Hampl 2005; Musil & Miiller 2008; Novak & Netrdova 2011), allowing for scalar
distinction based on the data in use. Nevertheless, the evaluation aspiring to grasp the region
as a process is left aside in these researches.

New regionalism has brought the understanding of the concept of region into the scope
of scholarly interest. It requires new methods, data and information sources that would
reflect changes in subject orientation of research projects. The key research element is
no longer the delimitation and evaluation of region but the explanation of the process
of region formation and reproduction. One of the characteristic lines of research is
represented by studies dealing with the reproduction of region in discourse (Paasi 2013).
The unifying aspect of all these studies is their focus on mediated images of region.
The content, discourse, semiotic, semantic and heuristic analysis are useful methods
to explore mediated images of both textual and visual nature (see e.g. Rose 2007). It can be
done through diverse media, such as school text books (Kucerova et al. 2015), regional
postcards (Kucera et al. n.d.), regional newspapers (Frisvoll & Rye 2009; Simon et al. 2010;
David & Semian 2015), regional literature including tourist guidebooks (Semian 2012b; 2015),
regional promotional materials (Semian 2015), but also movies, music, etc. Probably the most
important question that remains generally unanswered in these researches is who has
produced and mediated the images and why; i.e. who has the power to influence
the discourse and what are her/his objectives. This brings into the scope of interest
the power-oriented discourse research. Such an inquiry requires more qualitative methods.
The commonly used methods comprise, for example, interpretative analysis of discourse
politics towards a region (Paasi 2013), observation of regional council meetings (Frisvoll & Rye
2009) and interviews with key actors of regional life (Messely et al. 2014; Vainikka 2015;

Semian n.d.).

Another distinctive line of research is formed by studies that aspire to investigate regional
consciousness of people and their sense of belonging in general. One branch of such
approaches is focused on the evaluation of regional differentiation and typology based
on these two categories. Such researches are typically based on quantitative analysis of public
opinion surveys and censuses. Questionnaire surveys are assessed across all scale levels,
covering international (Antonsich & Holland 2014; Nikischer 2013), nation-wide (Sifta
& Chromy 2014; Bucher & Istokova 2015) and local opinion polls (Jordan 1978; Chromy
& Skala 2010; Chromy et al. 2014). The weak point of these researches is their frequent use
of secondary data (e.g. Eurobarometr, national census) for merely statistical analysis
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(Kuldova 2005). The definition of the key terms “attachment” and “region” could be
misinterpreted in the survey and must be critically addressed in the research design.
On the contrary, minor local polls permit a more intensive research among regional
populations, going beyond quantitative analysis of regional differentiation. This might be
seen as another branch of approaches. Such queries are focused more on the basis
of attachment of inhabitants to region (Chromy et al. 2014; Sifta & Chromy 2014).
Nevertheless, more qualitative methods seem to be more suitable, e.g. semi-structured
or informal interviews, participant observation (Kneafsey 2000) and the study of regional
names that are used in media to report on regional affairs (Simon et al. 2010; Semian 2015);
by enterprises (Zelinsky 1980; Liesch et al. 2015) and people (Jordan 1978; Semian 2012a;
n.d.) to express their regional attachment. The last branch of approaches is represented
by those studies that focus on public perception of regions, their territorial delimitation,
symbols and institutions. The suitable methods, referred to above, include, for example,
guestionnaire surveys, interviews and observation. In addition to these | have to mention
the exploration of mental maps which are especially helpful in the study of how territorial
delimitations (borders) of a region are perceived (Semian 2012b; n.d.; Sery & Simacek 2013).

Region should be approached in three mutually interdependent dimensions: “given”
(practice of region), “made” (reproduction of region) and “perceptional” (idea of region).
These dimensions are complementary and diverse at the same time. Therefore, there is no
single method that would make it possible to explore region in its whole diversity. | have
hereinbefore presented a methodological framework that covers all these three dimensions.
The general idea of region should be studied through the combination of the presented
methods with an emphasis on the complementarity and cumulativeness of results and their
synthesis. Further, special attention should also be paid to comparative analysis of various
regions and experience from different environment. As mentioned earlier, the “given”
dimension of region is probably the best explored one covered in literature. That is the reason
why | have almost entirely omitted, in the research framework presented herein, those
methods that reveal this dimension. Nevertheless, | am well aware of the importance
of region-integrating relations in the process of regional formation and reproduction.
Therefore, | take them into account in the interpretation of my findings. Moreover, these
relations are included in my research framework e.g. in the form of a condition for the case
study selection process (see Semian 2015; n.d.). In my thesis, | have focused more
on the study of the process of formation and reproduction of region. The individual methods
| employed for this purpose are presented in separate papers. In brief, these include content,
semantic, heuristic, discourse and comparative analyses, questionnaire surveys (local polls)
and analysis of mental maps. At this point, it is necessary to mention that it is essential
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to design, perform and interpret such a kind of research with an awakened sensitivity to local
history and environment. In order to gain a deeper insight into the studied regions and local
life, | carried out participant observation and many informal interviews with local inhabitants
as well as semi-structured interviews with selected regional actors. Nonetheless, | do not

present any of these methods in any of the aforesaid partial studies.

Although | herein approach region mainly from the socio-cultural perspective, it is not
possible to give it priority over the socio-economic, environmental or political ones.
A complex research on regions ought to incorporate all these perspectives, encompass their
specificities and employ appropriate, critically discussed methods. Moreover, in the study
of region | emphasize the historical perspective with a focus on the dynamics of regional
reproduction and changes in time-space contexts.

4. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Based on the theoretical frameworks | can conclude that so called “regional mess” can be
experienced de facto in any particular area (this is especially true for the contemporary
European Union). This regional mess can be understood as a plurality of regions, both in terms
of produced regions as well as in terms of regional consciousness of inhabitants based among
other things on their sense of belonging and their perception of regional information.
In simpler terms, it can be understood as a plurality of regional images produced on one side
by regional actors to fulfil their particular goals and on the other regional images produced
by inhabitants in and outside the region in order to understand the outside world and position

themselves within it.

However, the plurality of regions does not have to be necessarily contradictory. It can be
complementary as well. Various regions (regional initiatives) established for various purposes
can refer to the same regional identity in order to manifest their position in the regional
system, attract the attention of inhabitants or simply use (in some cases even exploit)
the potential of a particular region. Thus, they can be understood as a kind of layers
of the same region (Semian 2015). To summarize briefly, in space one may come across
natural regions (delimitated according to natural units, e.g. geomorphologic units, river
basins, etc.), ethnographic or cultural regions (based on the ethnic, ethnographic, or cultural
specificities of their inhabitants), ad hoc regions (regions delimitated for various specific
reasons, including nature conservation, landscape protection, cooperation between
municipalities, local and regional development, regional promotion, and the administrative
arrangement of associations). Administrative regions possessing administrative and self-
governmental functions constitute a special and important type of ad hoc region. Here, it is
necessary to mention that when any of these regions ceases to exist, its “identity” becomes
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a kind of residual value which might still have an imprint in human’s mind and, thus,
an influence on the general idea of a region (Zimmerbauer 2011). In connection to this,
the vernacular regions have to be listed here as well. Last but not least, functional regions
should not be omitted. They represent relations in space that influence not only the self-
identification of inhabitants, but also their very idea of the organization of space

(Semian n.d.).

With the use of the inhabitants’ regional consciousness and their sense of belonging it
becomes possible to introduce some order and clarity into this plurality. Thus,
the complementarity of images of regions gets synthesized through people’s perception
inthe collective consciousness. Therefore, it should be possible to proceed
with regionalization by constructing a general image of various regions based on the synthesis
of the many regional images (both constructed and perceived) present in the area of interest.
Moreover, it is important to point out that such synthesized regions will not be universal but
shared, representing the most common image of a produced, mediated and perceived region.

One can find the link to Lefebvre’s constructivist framework of societal production of space
(Lefebvre 1976; 1991; cf. Brenner & Elden 2009) which can be adapted to societal production
of region. Thus, region can be approached as a product of the interaction between three
distinct layers:

1) Practice of region — the way people interact with their surrounding environment
in their everyday life. This interaction reproduces the region as a relation and lived
space. The everyday practices are influenced by the existing representational regions
and they also produce information which affects human perception.

2) (Re)presentation of region — the way a region is mediated by various groups of actors
with various goals and through various media. This means that information is
produced and mediated the way some would like others to perceive the region. This
layer involves generating mediated images, but also various constrains that can be
imposed on everyday life depending on the level of institutionalization.

3) Idea of region —the way people perceive a region as a spatial entity. Their perception
is influenced by many aspects, both outer and inner, wherein the quality and quantity
of information are very important. Such perception also has an influence on everyday

activity of each person.

This interaction is reproducible in time and space as all the three layers undergo perpetual
changes. All the three components are in a constant interaction and mutually influence one
another during the process of reproduction. And so, region is a social construct that is
reproduced through, de facto, constant teetering at the interface of these layers. Although it
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can exist lacking one or even two of these layers, it becomes fully developed
(institutionalized) only through the blending of all three of them. A fully developed region is
more resistant to disappearance.

Furthermore, for analytical purposes it is possible to interlace this framework with the three
Paasi’s shapes of region: territorial, symbolic and institutional. The fourth shape, termed
as “regional embeddedness”, is de facto substituted by the interaction of those three layers
which gives the identity to the region (see fig. 1). In some papers | designate the conducted
regionalization as “geosocial”. That is why it is based upon the conceptualization of societal
production of region. However, the imposition of such a nomenclature deserves a much
broader debate among scholars. Therefore, | have decided to leave this designation merely
as a working name and | leave it out from the theoretical body of the thesis.

Idea of region

Territorial (Imagined)
Shape

Regional
identity

Territorial
Shape

Space

Institutional
Shape

Reprezentation of region
(Constructed)

Territorial Symbolic
Shape Shape

exploatatio”

Symbolic
Shape

Shape

{ Institutional

Practice of region
(Experienced)

Fig. 1: Societal production of region
Source: author’s own framework based on Lefebvre 1976; 1991; Paasi 1986

However, all the shapes and layers should be studied during the regionalization; the key
aspect is how to delimit a region territorially. Any single precise demarcation of a territory
cannot be expected when considering the delimitation of region based on its general image.
Neither it is necessarily desirable to find just one such line. The borders of such regions can
be supposed to be rather a sort of transitional zones of a fuzzy nature (Christiansen et al.
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2000; Sendhardt 2013; cf. Schlégel 2009). Thus, it is obvious that a region delimited according
to its general image has fuzzy borders and is changeable over time, but it also differs
according to various groups of users (e.g. the generational difference in delimitation, etc.).
Nonetheless, the loose, fuzzy borders should provide a kind of buffer zone for these varying

opinions.

The proposed concept integrates functional, normative and perceived regionalization
in a complementary way. The partial components have been widely discussed, yet their
mutual relation has been at the margin of regional scholars’ interest.

5. ConcLusions

In accordance with the main research question and on the basis of the research results
presented above, a premise can be formulated that it is possible to delimit regions spatially
pursuant to the complex analysis of general idea based on people’s regional consciousness,
a sense of regional belonging of inhabitants and a discourse of regional images. Such kind
of regionalization is very complex phenomenon. It fits within the contemporary rethinking
of region as a process. Thus, regions are constructs and they are influenced by external
frameworks and internal conditionality. Therefore, the time and space context is very crucial
and regions need to be studied with sensitivity to local and historical specificities
as the impetuses (political, economic, social, cultural, environmental etc.) forming regions

and their importance differ in different time-space contexts.

There is a plentiful complex of regional conceptualization in contemporary geographical
literature. Nevertheless, many of these concepts explain the process of regional formation
and reproduction only to a limited extent. The proposed concept is not contradictory to them.
It suggests their further scrutinizing and discussion leading especially towards
complementarity of these concepts. The complex approach to region must incorporate three
levels of region: “given” (practice of region), “made” (representation of region)
and “perceived” (idea of region). It is possible to explore the general idea of region by way
of studying these levels. The change of the society’s value orientation comes along
with the general changes of society. Thus, the meaning, the importance and the gist
of the need of “moorage” are also changing and this change brings into question human
relation to place and region (the sense of belonging). Therefore, the third, perceived
dimension has been gaining both strength and importance. Moreover, regions delimited
according to the general idea appear to be widely accepted by the public, and thus, they have
a potential to become a unifier that builds the community, ties it together and stimulate
the inhabitants’ willingness to collaborate in regional development and social life. Or, at least
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it represents a good trademark suitable for the regional promotion often addressed

by regional actors.

As far as well-embedded identities are concerned, their general idea should be much broader
and their miscellaneous manifestations are expected to be clearly identifiable. The notion
of areas belonging to a particular region is generally well recognizable. The sense of belonging
in the case of well-embedded regions is also very strong especially in the core areas, but also
in the areas commonly designated as part of the region. In contact zones stretching along
the boundaries between those regions whose residents have a strong sense of regional
identity, one can observe mutually overlapping and blending identities (i.e. fuzzy borders).
On the other hand, when a region is not sufficiently embedded in people’s consciousness,
a more narrow delimitation can be expected as the ideas on the territorial shape of region
are varying among inhabitants. In such case it is also likely the spatial delimitation according
to sense of belonging will be less sharp and will be mingled with other identities. The relation
of different manifestation of region and its general idea are discussed more closely

in Semian (n.d.).

In the light of all that has been said in this thesis, one can conclude that the region is truly
an intricate concept. Thus, this thesis should be seen as a contribution to the never-ending
discussion on the conceptualization of region and not as an attempt to come up
with a universal answer. Such a universal conceptualization is neither desirable nor possible.
Nevertheless, a better understanding of the concept of region is still more necessary
and relevant especially due to the increasing pressure on the applicability of regional research
(regional development, tourism management, etc.). Therefore, the discussion on region
should focus more on the understanding of the process of formation and reproduction

of region instead of a mere delimitation and evaluation of regions.
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