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Abstract

VAISHAR ANTONÍN, ŠŤASTNÁ MILADA, STONAWSKÁ KATEŘINA. 2015. Small Towns – Engines 
of Rural Development in the South-Moravian Region (Czechia): An Analysis of the Demographic 
Development.  Acta Universitatis Agriculturae et Silviculturae Mendelianae Brunensis, 63(4): 1395–1405.

Small towns as a specifi c sector of the settlement system are observed from the demographical 
viewpoint on the territory of the South-Moravian Region (Czechia). Altogether 23 towns with 
4,000 to 12,000 inhabitants were analysed. A long-term analysis (1869–2011; population censes) as 
well as the last development (2008–2012; population balances) are taken into account. A relatively 
stable role of small towns in the regional settlement system throughout the period when population 
censes has taken place and population increases in the contemporary period were stated. The fi rst 
statement can be related to the rural character of the region where small towns play irreplaceable 
role. The last development shows that the population increase is directly proportional to the distance 
from the regional metropolis and inverse to the size of small towns. This corresponds to the concept 
centre – periphery and to current counter-urbanization trends. Recent demographic development 
supports the role of small towns in local and micro-regional identity and landscape memory in 
the era of globalization. Small towns seem to be attractive residential place – although not innovators 
but residences of many creative people. 
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INTRODUCTION
Small towns are rarely investigated by urban 

geographers because they are no bearers of 
innovations. They usually have limited number 
of jobs and services comparing to big cities, their 
environmental problems seem to be negligible and 
their population does not form any important entity 
(Bell and Jaune, 2009). However, the situation turns 
substantially, watching it from the rural viewpoint. 
Small towns represent important centres assuring 
the countryside as jobs, services, social contacts but 
also (micro)regional identity.

As Taormina Declaration (2009) states, “Europe’s 
historic small towns and villages should be considered as 
gems of European cultural heritage. Each small town or 
village bears witness to its own unique development and 
history, through the evidence of its architectonical and urban 
built heritage, and that of the material and created landscape 

in which it is set. As such, historic small towns and villages 
constitute an important repository of European memory, 
and thus of the foundation of many European citizens’ and 
communities’ sense of identity”. 

The small town research is in progress at the Brno 
branch of the Institute of Geonics, Czech Academy 
of Sciences and of the Department of Applied and 
Landscape Ecology at Mendel University in Brno 
since the turn of the millennium. The investigation 
started from the simple evidence of individual small 
towns, collection of data and case studies and has 
been enlarged to more general conclusions like 
the evaluation and typology. This approach found 
its full sense in connection with the countryside 
research during the last period. 

Empirical studies have been done preliminary 
in Moravia and later in South-Moravia which can 
be considered as more or less rural region (except 
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Brno, the regional centre). Especially in such 
conditions the role of small towns as centres for 
their rural hinterland excels. The problems were 
investigated in the frame of diff erent projects and 
diploma theses. The collected material enables to 
generalize the situation of small towns at least on 
the territory of the region. Thus we believe that 
provided conclusions are relevant also on national 
and European scale. 

The paper starts from the theoretical embedding 
of the position of the small town sector within 
the national settlement system. The approach 
is focused on small towns as centres of rural 
development, e.g. it highlights small towns as 
a rural feature. The methodology is based on 
the analysis of the demographic development which 
forms a synthesis of its kind combining results 
of economic, social and environmental factors. 
To enable a comparison, South-Moravian small 
towns are divided according to their size, position 
regarding to the regional centre and the function. 
The results are discussed from the viewpoint of 
their future as rural centres. 

THEORY
Small towns form a specifi c phenomenon of 

the settlement system. They are no miniatures of 
larger cities. They off er an alternative of a life style for 
certain part of population. The diff erence could be 
expressed for example by a simple fact that citizens 
do not need a car to move within their small towns. 
A person walking or moving by bike perceives 
the settlement, its atmosphere and other people in 
a diff erent way than an inhabitant of a city moving 
by car or by public transport. The people can feel 
more secure in small towns than in anonymous big 
cities. On the other side small towns vary from rural 
settlements with existence of a basic level of urban 
functions, including services. 

Small towns create the lowest level of centres 
within the Friedmann’s concept of core – periphery. 
In other words, they manifest the highest level of 
the countryside and, at the same time, the lowest 
level of the urban system. Just this attribute is 
the reason of increasing attention paid to small 
towns in geography during the last period. 

At the present time, geographers perceive 
the necessity to rethink the Christaller’s theory of 
central places as a consequence of the development 
of individual transport and increasing motility of 
people. Therefore rural inhabitants can satisfy their 
demands for jobs and services in more distanced 
but better equipped medium-size and big cities or 
in hypermarkets and industrial zones by motorway 
crossroads. It is visible especially in well accessible 
towns in lowlands or in peri-urban zones. Peripheral 
small towns in badly accessible micro-regions keep 
they role longer. 

In the central European conditions, small towns 
play a specifi c role in peripheral regions. That is 
why the small towns sector is investigated, especially 

on the mountain territory of the Alps but similarly 
also in southern half of France and in inland Spain. 
Courtney and Errington (2003) paid their attention 
to small towns as a general issue. Big changes in 
small towns are connected also with the process of 
industrialization and later with the post-industrial 
development. Such chages were explained by 
Halonen et al. (2015) on the example of the Finnish 
town of Lieksa and in the post-Soviet context also by 
Printsmann (2010) on the example of the Estonian 
town of Kohtla-Järve. The position of small towns 
within the countryside is explained by Noronha 
Vaz et al., 2013): Rural areas are seen as places that contain 
important functions such as (agricultural) production, 
biodiversity, regulation, storage and networks, towns as 
places with a concentration of facilities and institutions. By 
such a way, it is easy to understand that they complement 
each other. Recently, small towns were a subject of 
the study by Kwiatek-Soltys et al. (2014). They point 
out the focus on the quality of life, among others.

Small towns are studied also on the European 
level. Within the ESPON programme, the SMESTO 
project (The role of small and medium-sized 
towns) took place during the period of 2005–2006. 
There was also success with the TOWN project 
(Small and Medium-Sized Towns) since 2012. Both 
projects combine small towns with medium-sized 
ones which seem to be not the best idea because of 
the diff erent character of both categories.

The transformation of small towns from centrally 
planned to market conditions is usually the main 
topic of the small town research in post-communist 
countries. German researchers (Niedermayer, 2000; 
Hannemann, 2002; Steinführer and Kabisch, 2004; 
Cudny, 2012) dealt additionally with the situation of 
east-German small towns a� er the German reunion 
which is characterised by de-industrialization, 
population decrease, de-urbanization and infra-
structural shrinkage. Polish geography pays its 
attention to small towns as centres of the rural 
hinterland (Sokolowski, 1999; Heff ner and Marszał, 
2005; Rydz, 2006). Zuzańska-Żysko (2004) studies 
small towns in Silesia, whereas Kwiatek-Sołtys 
(2004) in Lesser Poland. A systematic research is 
provided also in the Institute of Regional Geography 
in Leipzig (Borsig et al., 2010; Burdack and Kriszan, 
2013). Monographs or papers appear as well in other 
post-communist countries (Slavík, 2002; Rebernik, 
2005; Cigale et al., 2006; Spasić and Petrić, 2006; 
Lampič and Špes, 2007; Kusis and Abele, 2008; 
Zamfi r et al., 2009; Belova, 2011; including Vaishar 
and Greer-Wootten, 2006; or Vaishar et al., 2012). 

Demographic development is one of the 
indicators within the analysis of the small town 
sector. Pirisi and Trócsányi (2007) analysed recent 
population development in Hungarian small 
towns (defi ned as towns under 30,000 inhabitants). 
The authors stated positive but diff erent develop-
ment of individual small towns. Camară (2011) 
analysed the demographic development in north-
east Romania. He found diff erences among small 
towns of diff erent types. However, the general 
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situation was evaluated in a relatively optimistic 
way although this underdeveloped part of 
the country serves as a reservoir of people for big 
cities. Population development in small town of 
the whole Czechia was analysed by Zemanová 
(2012). She elaborated census data from 1869–
2001. Her conclusions are pessimistic, but the de-
urbanization processes in Czechia were signifi cant 
only a� er 2000. Similarly, Repaská (2011) analysed 
demographical development of small towns in 
Nitra Region (Slovakia). She also stated population 
decrease – although two small towns recorded 
a positive migratory balance. How the situation in 
southern Moravia looks like?

Due to the fact that small towns are considered as 
a part of the countryside in our study, they vary in 
diff erent parts or the World according to the natural 
and historical conditions for development of 
agriculture and other productive and non-
productive branches. They diff er by the population 
number, character of housing, central functions 
etc. We avoid the analysis of small towns sector in 
the U.S.A., Africa, China, India, Australia, Russia 
and other parts of the Earth. Hinderink and Titus 
(2002) made a comparative research of small 
towns in diff erent regions of the World stating that 
a generalization of small town role in this scale 
is extremely diffi  cult. That is why we focused on 
European, more precisely central European small 
towns. Historical territory of Moravia as a part of 
Czechia is the case study area. 

METHODOLOGY AND DATA
The question of small town evaluation is crucial. 

Demographical dynamics seems to be important 
but – in a long term experience – it refl ects only 
one aspect of the problem – the attractiveness of 
the respective town for dwelling. Due to increasing 
mobility the people can satisfy their demands in 
diff erent places – not exclusively in the municipality 
where they live. In our opinion, a successful small 
town has to provide a suitable residential milieu for 
its inhabitants, attractive milieu for its visitors, and 
benefi cial milieu for businesses. Besides it has to 
off er personality development. 

Defi nition of a small town is a basic problem at 
the beginning of the research. Regarding the case 
study area, the upper limit is clear. South-Moravian 
urban system consists of the city of Brno (regional 
metropolis with ca. 400,000 inhabitants), fi ve 
district towns with population of 20 to 35,000 
and small towns – the largest one is having about 
11,000 inhabitants. It means that there is a “natural” 
gap between middle size and small towns in 
the region. The lower limit is a problem. There are 
23 towns between 4 and 12,000 inhabitants having 
no doubt about their urban nature. However, 
another 20 municipalities have a legal status of town 
– the smallest of them having only 1,100 inhabitants 
(whereas the largest village in the region crosses 
4,000 people). The reason of their status comes 

from a historical tradition but their urban functions 
are not always developed. Some of them have 
central functions regarding to hinterland, some of 
them not. We suggest considering such “towns” 
as an intermediate form and do not include them 
into the statistical analysis. Consequently, there 
are 23 small towns in the region according to 
the mentioned criteria.

The aim of the paper consists of the verifi cation of 
following hypotheses:
• The population development of South-Moravian 

towns is inverse to their distance from Brno.
• The population development of South-Moravian 

small towns is inverse to their size. 
The empiric investigation is based on 

the quantitative and qualitative methods. Hard 
statistical data were used to evaluate the whole set 
of South-Moravian small towns. At the moment, 
a selection of defi nitive data from the 2011 
population census is at disposal as well as data from 
previous censes since 1869. Recent population 
development was investigated by means of 
population balances during last 5 years (2008–
2012). Population development was compared with 
diff erent typologies of South-Moravian small towns.

The typology consisted of the size of small towns, 
their geographical position and other aspects based 
on the data; using other hard data like statistics of 
unemployment, data from the register of business 
entities, data from the road traffi  c census, time tables 
of the Integrated Transport System of the South-
Moravian Region, data from the communal statistics 
and others. 

South-Moravian Small Towns in a Statistical 
Synthesis

Small towns selected for the statistical analysis 
can be identifi ed in the Fig. 1. They are situated on 
the whole territory of the region, especially in its 
eastern part and a sparse representation in the West. 
At the same time, the south-western part of 
the region reports the highest unemployment rate 
in the region and the highest share of depopulation 
of villages as well. Is it a coincidence only?

Population Development 1869–2011
Firstly, a population development in South-

Moravian small towns was calculated. Fig. 2 shows 
relatively even population increase which was 
interrupted only in 1940s by events related to 
the WWII and also in 1980s when small towns 
started to lose their dynamics. The increase 
accelerated during the time of so called “socialist 
industrialization” and planned economy. Slow 
growth has been restored within 20 years in 
connection to counter-urbanization trends, 
including suburbanization. 

Regarding the population development in 
the South-Moravian Region, the third highest 
inequality (in fact the level of concentration) 
a� er Prague with Central-Bohemian Region and 
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Moravian-Silesian region can be stated. In the same 
time, the Region entered the concentration process 
later than urbanized regions in Central, Nord-
Western Bohemia and Northern Moravia (Hampl 
and Müller, 2010). In general, the population 
development in small towns more or less copies 
the development in the South Moravian region. 

The development of the share of population 
in individual settlement segment could be of an 
interest. Tab. I shows that small towns have been 

more important part of the South-Moravian 
settlement system in comparison to medium-scale 
towns. At the beginning of the investigation period 
villages concentrated almost 2/3 of population. 
Typical urbanization followed by concentration of 
people in big and medium towns can be observed till 
1991. During the last 20 years, an opposite trend is 
visible: the share of population in rural settlements 
and small towns slowly increases. As regard to 
small towns, their position in the settlement system 

1: Small towns under study in the South-Moravian region. Drawn by J. Pokorná
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2: Population development of South-Moravian small towns (4,000–12,000) inhabitants during the period of 1869–
2011. The situation was re-calculated according to the present administrative stay. 
Source: Czech Statistical Offi  ce
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of the region is relatively stable (unlike all other 
categories). The share of population living in this 
settlement segment varies between 11 and 14%, 
while the diff erence between the years 1869 and 
2011 is 0.8 of the percentage point only.

One can argue that 13.72% is not much. Such 
a division is caused by two factors. Firstly, Brno is 
too large city for Southern Moravia because it is not 
only the regional metropolis. Its zone of infl uence 
extends the majority of the Moravian territory with 
some overlaps to Eastern Bohemia. Secondly, South-
Moravia is a rural region with typical large rural 
settlements. That is why both extreme categories 
reach higher shares of population in comparison 
to a majority of other Czech regions. However, 
just the stable position of small towns among 
other settlements kept through all the historical 
development: (feudalism, capitalism, socialism and 
capitalism again, urbanisation, industrialization, 
sub-urbanization, central-planned and market-
oriented economy) implies the importance of small 
towns. Is it a random or does it have some logical 
cause? 

Of course, South-Moravian small towns do not 
form any homogeneous group. They diff er by their 
size, historical development, geographical position, 
functions etc. In following analysis, we looked for 
more detailed relations between the population 
development and types of small towns. 

Fig. 3 shows the population development 
according to individual size categories. The smallest 
towns have 4,000–5,999 inhabitants in 2011 
(11 towns), the medium-size ones 6,000–7,999 
(6 towns) and the largest over 8,000 inhabitants 
(6 towns as well). The population number has 
increased in the last 140 years in all three cases, 
but with the diff erent speed during the diff erent 
periods. Due to the formation of the majority of 
towns from more or less similar population base 
(approx. 2,000–5,000 inhabitants), the simple 
number of the smallest towns refl ects their 
dominance at the beginning of the study period. 
The smallest towns kept their position till the World 
War II (WWII). As a consequence of the war and 
the post-war ethnically based population exchange, 
population numbers in the smallest and medium-
sized small towns decreased whereas the larger ones 
joined the path of rapid (industrial) development. 
They surpassed the smallest towns in 1970 and 
continued a rapid growth till 1991. This growth 
was followed by stagnation. The development 
in the smallest and medium-sized towns was 
relatively similar till 1991. Later on the smallest 
towns have grown due to suburbanization whereas 
the middle-sized have stagnated. During the last 
period (2001–2011), especially the smallest towns 
have grown followed by the largest ones. It seems 
that the recent development is in a favour for the 

I: Shares of population living in individual settlement segments in the South-Moravian Region in the period of 1869–2011 [%]

1869 1880 1890 1900 1910 1921 1930 1950 1961 1970 1980 1991 2001 2011

Brno 15.71 16.47 18.57 20.79 23.15 24.48 27.16 30.59 30.52 31.74 32.53 33.94 33.15 33.25

Medium towns 6.47 7.13 7.54 7.82 8.14 8.08 8.33 7.99 8.52 9.31 10.70 11.72 11.71 10.82

Small towns 12.92 12.26 12.14 11.74 11.49 11.30 11.07 11.36 11.84 12.56 13.75 13.31 13.78 13.72

Villages 64.90 64.14 61.75 59.65 57.22 56.14 53.44 50.06 49.12 46.39 43.02 41.03 41.36 42.21

Source: Historický pprox. obcí ČR. Data for 2011: Population census 2011. Czech Statistical Offi  ce Praha
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3: Population development 1869–2011 in small towns according to individual size categories
Data source: Czech Statistical Offi  ce Praha
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smallest towns which could be considered as a part 
of the countryside. 

Following division of small towns was applied 
to run the analysis. First of all, suburbanized small 
towns (in the vicinity of Brno) and peripheral ones 
(both examples – in the borderland and in the inner 
periphery) were selected. Although the process 
of suburbanization started in the surroundings 
of Brno only in 2000s, the vicinity of the big city 
manifested itself also in the past by commuting to 
work, by supplies of products to the market in Brno 
and better availability of urban achievements within 
the diff usion of innovation process. The reminder of 
small towns was divided according to their functions 
(Fig. 4): (late) industrialized, towns of services and 
the other towns (with mixed functions). 

The suburbanized small towns recorded 
relative stagnation at the end of the 19th century 
(as it could be expected). The vicinity of a big 
town probably hampered their development that 
time. During the fi rst 80 years of the 20th century, 
the suburbanized small towns grew relatively 
equally. They were not impacted by the post-war 
population exchange. This period was substituted 
by stagnation at the end of the last century, which 
was replaced by a rapid growth during the last 
decennium. 

On the contrary, the peripheral small towns 
started with the highest population number at 
the beginning of the period under study. Their 
growth has stopped by the WWI. Moreover, 
the WWII brought the biggest population 
decrease of the peripheral small towns among 
all the categories. During the last 60 years, 
the development of the peripheral small towns 
is irregular. Last years are characterised by slight 
decrease.

Functional division is another possibility how 
to classify small towns. Everitt and Gill (1993) 

suggested a typology for Canadian small towns 
which we simplifi ed (due to the diff erent situation 
of the territory under study and a limited number 
of cases). All South-Moravian small towns were 
industrial during the period of both capitalist and 
socialist industrialization. The term “industrial” 
means late industrialized small towns by heavy 
industry in our set of towns. They are characterized 
by a growth – especially at the beginning of 
the socialist period and by the stagnation or even 
decrease during the last 30 years. It is necessary to 
mention that the decrease has started already in 
1980s and it is not a result of a change from central-
planned to market economy. 

The towns of service represent the strongest 
group. It is interesting that the period of their 
extreme growth has been recorded between 
the censuses 1950 and 1980. The service sector 
(or its combination with industry) was probably 
the leader of the development already that time. 
Under the Czech conditions it was supported by 
so called system of central places which ordered 
to locate services for the countryside just in small 
towns. The stagnation or even decrease of this 
category is interesting. It could be caused both by 
urban character of such small towns (they were out 
of suburban migration fl ows) and overcoming the 
micro-regionalization (with increasing population 
mobility, the people started to be more able to 
satisfy their demands for services in bigger and more 
distanced centres). The other small towns follow 
the category of towns of services.

Population Development 2008–2012 in Detail
This step of the research comes out from data 

of population balances which are at the disposal 
since 1970. However, in order to record the last 
development, the indicators were calculated for 

0

5000

10000

15000

20000

25000

30000

35000

40000

45000

1869 1880 1890 1900 1910 1921 1930 1950 1961 1970 1980 1991 2001 2011

industrialised suburbanized peripheral services the other

4: Population development 1869–2011 in small towns according to selected categories
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the period 2008–2012 and related to the average 
population number. 

8,525 children were born during the study period 
within the whole set of small towns in the South-
Moravian Region. In the same period, 7,552 
people died which represent a natural increase on 
the level of 6.1‰. Concerning migrations, 19,210 
citizens moved in and 18,223 people moved out. 
It represents mechanical population increase of 
6.2‰. It means that not only South-Moravian small 
towns have increased during the last period but also 
natural increase stays the same. 

It is extremely interesting that the development of 
individual small towns has been quite diff erent. Of 
23 small towns, 14 increased whereas 9 decreased. 
It is evident that the biggest increase was noticed in 
the suburbanized small towns (Modřice 107.6‰). 
The biggest decrease was naturally in peripheral 
(Kyjov −36.0‰) and post-industrial (Adamov 
(−30.4‰)) small towns. There are towns with natural 
increase but migratory decrease (6 cases), natural 
decrease but migratory increase (3 cases). Other 
towns have both, natural and migratory increase 
(9 towns) or both natural and migratory decrease 
(5 towns). Despite of the mentioned facts, total 
situation is balanced and prospective. 

Using the same small towns division, we can state 
that the size of small towns plays its role, especially 
in the case of the migratory movement (Tab. II). 
Whereas relative natural population increase is 

nearly the same for all size categories (between 5.4 
and 6.8‰), the small towns are evidently the target of 
migratory movements whereas in case of the largest 
small towns, the numbers of in and out migrants 
are almost the same. It also means that the larger of 
small towns keep their population numbers due to 
the natural increase only.

Taking into account the second set of groups, 
it is possible to state that only peripheral small 
towns recorded the population decrease during 
the period of 2008–2012 (−12.4‰). No group of 
small towns have had any natural population 
decrease; the peripheral small towns recorded 
the same number of births and deaths. All other 
towns recorded natural increase of inhabitants. 
Suburbanized small towns form a special category 
with the biggest natural as well as migratory 
population increase which manifests total 
population increase in the amount of more than 
6%. On the other side, towns of services have grown 
slowest (4.9‰). It is probably caused by the fact that 
towns of services belong to the largest small towns. 

To conclude the analysis, it is possible to state that 
the small towns in the South-Moravian Region have 
enlarged during the last period. According to this 
criterion, two main aspects play the most important 
role: the size and the distance from the regional 
metropolis. It shows that the smaller towns have 
enlarged faster and more distanced ones have 
enlarged slowly or even have lost the population. 

II: Recent population development in the small south Moravian towns 2008–2012

Natural movement Migrations Balance [‰]

Size Born Died Immigrants Emigrants Natural Migratory Total

Small 2,592 2,322 6,641 6,004 5.4 12.7 18.1

Medium 2,157 1,882 4,459 4,396 6.8 1.6 8.4

Large 3,428 3,078 7,189 7,183 5.5 0.1 5.6

Industrial 1,143 1,031 2,404 2,284 5.3 5.7 11.0

Suburban 1,768 1,177 5,713 4,611 21.4 39.8 61.2

Peripheral 2,025 2,025 3,470 3,978 0,0 −12,1 −12,1

Services 2,146 2,122 4,537 4,360 0.6 4.3 4.9

Other 1,443 1,197 3,86 2,990 8.9 3.5 12,4

Data source: Demographic development in communes. Czech Statistical Offi  ce Praha

DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION
It is more or less clear that small towns diff er by their size. Larger small towns have more urban 
functions and milieu whereas smaller ones are closer to rural way of life and have limited urban 
functions. Within general trends of counter-urbanization the smaller towns have similar population 
development like villages whereas the larger ones develop their population similarly as the cities. 
The fi rst hypothesis was positively verifi ed. 
Additionally, the growth itself is no more considered to be an indicator of the progress. As Capel 
(2009) writes: “Nowadays it is certainly true that, in some cases, the lesser that growth is, the better, and in every 
situation, the most balanced it is, the better. Today, small cities may have signifi cant advantages over large ones: they 
can be innovative, hold education centres, enjoy access to knowledge and culture, and be well communicated with areas 
of dynamic economic development. And besides all of this, they can be very agreeable places to live in.” Similarly 
(Jakoš, 1993) highlights that population decrease in Slovenian small towns does not necessarily mean 
the stagnation but a development in a new direction. It seems that the South-Moravian small towns as 
the whole are very well balanced. 
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Following the balance of small towns in the South-Moravian Region, we can say that the specifi c 
settlement structure of the South Moravian Region supports such a development. One big city and 
rural hinterland might off er relatively stable small towns sector. These small towns play their role as 
centres of rural micro-regions (see Vaishar, Zapletalová, 2009). 
The distance from the metropolis might be the other factor of the diff erence. Let us concentrate to 
the typology of small towns according to their geographical position and situation within the national 
settlement system. We can earmark three basic types of small towns under such a criterion:
• Small towns in the suburbanized zone (of the city of Brno).
• Well accessible small towns of (South-Moravian) lowlands.
• Peripheral small towns in the borderland and in inner periphery.
The results show that the suburban small towns have the best demographic development in terms 
of population increase whereas the peripheral ones are the only marking a demographic decrease. 
It means that also the second hypothesis was verifi ed. Similarly, Fuguit, Brown and Beale (1989) 
mention the growth of metropolitan small towns and the decline of non-metropolitan small towns in 
the USA in the period of 1960s, 1970s and 1980s.
Suburbanized small towns draw from the vicinity of the big city. The whole employment market, 
all the services and social contacts within the big city are available for small town citizens in 
the hinterland. There are usually young and educated people participating in the suburbanization 
process. The medium age is represented less, an educational structure of suburbanized small towns 
is usually higher and the unemployment rate lower than the values of the same indicators in the city. 
The central function of the suburbanized small towns is overlapped by the gravitation of the big city 
as a rule. Nevertheless, suburbanized small towns are important elements of the suburbanized zone. 
They lighten big cities and provide basic urban activities to their inhabitants and to inhabitants of 
their rural surroundings, so these people do not depend on the big city so much. On the other side, 
suburbanized small towns are threatened by the danger of the identity loss. Their identity dissolves 
in the identity of the big city. Even local entrepreneurs advertise their product not on behalf of 
the small town but on behalf of its bigger neighbour. Suburbanized small towns defend themselves 
by attempting to support the identity through a realistic or fi ctional historical tradition, introducing 
of “popular” traditions etc. The question is whether it could balance the economic power of big cities 
(see also Vaishar and Zapletalová, 2007).
Small towns in South-Moravian lowlands are well accessible. Favourable natural and geographical 
conditions have formed a relatively dense network of small towns and large villages with similar level 
of urban infrastructure. Thus, these small towns (with exception of the largest ones) have hardly any 
hinterland because they adjoin similar settlements. There is no reason to commute among such kind 
of settlements. Due to the good accessibility, their inhabitants look for jobs, services and contacts 
in more distanced but better equipped larger towns. It occurs as a feature which could be named 
overcoming of micro-regionality. On the other side, as far as medium-size and big cities are well 
accessible from the lowlands, also the small towns in the lowlands are well accessible from bigger towns 
and cities. It enables some specialization of small towns in lowlands. Earlier, such a specialization 
consisted rather in industries. At the present time, also other activities should be taken into account, 
e.g. (secondary) education, social services, spa and wellness or tourism. It means functions which ask 
for basic urban activities on one side but also for a small-town milieu on the other one. 
Peripheral small towns manifest the most interesting group. They are distanced from the regional 
centres, badly accessible – especially in the winter season, surrounded by poor villages. Peripheral 
small towns lack investments; they are economically poor, having the education structure responding 
to productive branches. Natural potentials including local raw materials play an important role 
too. Bürk (2013) argues that peripheral small towns are fi ghting with some stigmatization process 
as an eff ect of socio-spatial peripheralization which leads to their decline. Such small towns loose 
residents, infrastructures, political infl uence. Nevertheless, their surrounding consists generally of 
small and very small villages (o� en with less than 200 or even less than 100 inhabitants). Such villages 
have only a very limited infrastructure. Their population depends on peripheral small towns because 
larger and richer towns are badly accessible. It means that the central role of peripheral small towns 
is unquestionable. Moreover, these small towns without any competition in their vicinity are o� en 
bearer of the micro-regional identity. They are indispensable for keeping rural micro-regions. Thus, 
the watchword in the title of this paper applies to the peripheral small towns at fi rst. 
Post-industrial (it means towns which lost a larger industrial employer) and post-mining small towns 
create a special sub-group. These towns lost their basic function. They are fi ghting with structural 
problems and looking for new sense of their existence. The solution is seen in an orientation according 
to affi  liation to one of the mentioned three main types. 
It seems that small towns are attractive residential units combining advantages of urban and rural 
way of life. They will fulfi l this mission diff erently. A presence of the creative class (Florida, 2005) 
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could be the main dividing factor. It could be measured by an education of population or presence 
of institutions demanding on qualifi ed jobs (schools, hospitals). However, the creativity is not only 
the matter of formal education but also talent, motivation, preference and similar factors, which will 
play their role. Waitt and Gibson (2006) remind that big cities are the bearers of creativity but creative 
workers o� en decide to live in small towns. 
The role of small towns in the period of globalisation through their identity could be important (Knox 
and Mayer, 2009). Small towns, concentrated to their traditional environment, products and their 
social capital could keep their identity face to face the general globalisation process. In this sense, 
small towns – to the contrast of the big and medium ones – are parts of the rural landscape. Also 
for the inhabitants of the hinterland, small towns represent a part of their landscape memory and 
cultural heritage. Sometimes, this heritage can be turned to the tourism development (Bruzzone, 
2009). So called nostalgia tourism could be a branch of future in the developed countries (Dann and 
Theobald, 1995). Paradoxically, whereas local residents try to create a new identity as a rule, tourists 
and former inhabitants stress the future identity. This process has a special importance in the post-
socialist countries (Light, 2000) where tourists are interested in the communist past whereas local 
people try to overcome it.
Contemporary migration fl ows from some African and Asian countries and from Balkans are directed 
mostly to western European countries and within Czechia to big cities. However the numbers of 
migrants are extremely high and it is not possible to exclude that also the demography of Moravian 
small towns could be impacted. The question of foreign immigrants was analysed by Nadler (2012) on 
the example of the Saxony town of Zittau. 
There is no special support for the small town development in the Czech Republic. However, the small 
towns are partly able to receive fi nancial sources through the support of local rural players e.g. within 
Local Action Groups of the LEADER programme. This possibility currently binds small towns rather 
with the countryside than with the urban world. 
The paper explains the role of small towns within the countryside and refl ects some myths about their 
development. The team of authors is the only one which deals with small towns as a special segment 
of the settlement system in the Czech conditions. By such a way the results can develop the theory 
preliminary of Polish and German authors where the small town investigation is frequent. 

Acknowledgement

This paper was elaborated within the project No. TD020211 of the Technological Agency of the Czech 
Republic “Landscape Memory as a Rural Heritage – Changes of the Czech Cultural Landscape 
in the Mental Image of their Inhabitants”. 

REFERENCES
BELL, D. and JAYNE, M. 2009. Small cities? Towards 

a research agenda. International Journal of Urban and 
Regional Research, 33(3): 683–699.

BELOVA, A. 2011. The role of small and semi-
medium-sized towns in solving the problems of 
regional development. Baltic Region, 1: 111–117.

BORSIG, A., BURDACK, J. and KNAPPE, E. 2010. 
Small towns in Eastern Europe: local networks and 
urban development. Leipzig: Leibnitz Institut für 
Länderkunde.

BRUZZONE, M. 2009. Small cities as cultural 
infrastructure. In: CASTELLANI, V., SALA, S. 
(eds.), Sustainable tourism as a factor of local development. 
Trento: Gruppo Editoriale Tangram, 128–135.

BURDACK, J. und KRISZAN, A. 2013. Kleinstädte 
in Mittel- und Osteuropa: Perspektiven und Strategien 
lokaler Entwicklung. Leipzig: Leibnitz-Institut für 
Länderkunde.

BÜRK, T. 2013. Voices from the margin: 
the stigmatization process as an eff ect of spcio-
spatial peripheralization in small-town Germany. 
In: FISCHER-TAHIR, A., NAUMANN, M. (eds.), 
Peripheralization. Wiesbaden: Springer Medien, 
168–186. 

CAMARĂ, G. 2011. Demographic evolution of 
the small towns in the north-east development 
region in the post-communist period. Romanian 
Review of Regional Studies, 7(2): 105–110.

CAPEL, H. 2009. Las pequeñas ciudades en la 
urbanización generalizada y ante la crisis global. 
Investigaciones geográfi cas, 70: 7–32. 

CIGALE, D., LAMPIČ, B., OGRIN, M., PLUT, D., 
REBERNIK, D., ŠPES, M., VINTAR MALLY, K., 
CETKOVSKÝ, S., KALLABOVÁ, E., MIKULÍK, 
O., VAISHAR, A. and ZAPLETALOVÁ, J. 
2006. Sustainable development of small 
towns a Slovenian-Moravian comparative 
methodological approach. Moravian Geographical 
Reports, 14(1): 17–28.

COURTNEY, P., MAYFIELD, L., TRANTER, R., 
JONES, P. and ERRINGTON, A. 2007. Small 
towns as sub-poles in English rural development: 
investigating urban-rural linkages using sub-
regional social accounting matrice. Geoforum, 
38(6): 1219–1232. 

CUDNY, W. 2012. Socio-economic transformation 
of small towns in East Germany a� er 1990. Colditz 
case study. Bulletin of Geography. Socio-economic Series, 
17(1): 33–43.



1404 Antonín Vaishar, Milada Šťastná, Kateřina Stonawská

DANN, G. M. S. and THEOBALD, W. F. 1995. 
Tourism: The nostalgia industry of the future. 
In: THEOBALD, W. F. (ed.), Global tourism: the next 
decade. Oxford : Butterworth-Heinemann Ltd., 55–
67.

EVERITT, J. C. and GILL, A. M. 1993. The social 
geography of small towns. In: BOURNE, L. S., LEY, 
D. F. (eds.), The changing social geography of Canadian 
cities. Montreal: McGill-Queen’s University Press, 
252–264. 

FUGUIT, G. V., BROWN, D. L. and BEALE, C. L. 2012. 
Rural and small town America. New York: Russell Sage 
Foundation. 

HAMPL, M. and MÜLLER, J. 2010. Vývoj regionální 
distribuce obyvatel v Česku v letech 1869–2009. 
Demografi e, 52(1): 15–26. 

HALONEN, M., KOTILAINEN, J., TYKKYLÄINEN, 
M. and VATANEN, E. 2015. Industry life cycles of 
a resource town in Finland – the case of Lieksa. 
European Countryside, 7(1): 16–41.

HANNEMANN, C. 2002. ‘Soziales Kapital’ kleiner 
Städte – Perspektive für schrumpfende Städte 
in Ostdeutschland? In: HANNEMANN, C., 
KABISCH, S., WEISKE, C., Neue Länder – neue 
Sitten? Transformationsprozesse in Städten und Regionen 
Ostdeutschlands. Berlin: Schelzky & Jeep, 11–28.

HEFFNER, K., MARSZAŁ, T. (eds.). 2005. 
Problemy rozwoju małych miast w wymiarze lokalnym 
i regionalnym. Warszawa: Komitet przestrzennego 
zagospodarowania kraju PAN.

HINDERINK, J. and TITUS, M. 2002. Small Towns 
and Regional Development: Major Findings and 
Policy Implications from Comparative Research. 
Urban Studies, 39(3): 379–391.

JAKOŠ, A. 1993. Demographic changes in towns in 
Slovenia. Urbani izziv, 23–25: 29–31.

KNOX, P. L. und MAYER, H. 2009. Kleinstädte und 
Nachhaltigkeit. Basel, Boston, Berlin: Birkhäuser 
Verlag. 

KUSIS, J. and ABELE, J. 2008. Development strategies 
of small towns as the basis of sustainability. In: 
MAJEROVÁ, V. (ed.), Countryside – our world. Praha: 
Česká zemědělská univerzita, 371–379.

KWIATEK-ŚOŁTYS, A. 2004. Małe miasta 
województwa małopolskiego w okresie transformacji 
systemowej. Kraków: Wydawnictwo Naukowe 
Akademii Pedagogicznej. 

KWIATEK-ŚOŁTYS, A., MAINET, H., WIEDER-
MANN, K., EDOUARD, J.-C. (eds.). 2014. Small and 
medium towns’ attractiveness at the beginning of the 21st 
century. Clermont-Ferrand: Presses Universitaires 
Blaise Pascal.

LAMPIĆ, B. and ŠPES, M. 2007. Sustainable development 
of small towns. Ljubljana: Univerza v Ljubljani.

LIGHT, D. 2000. Gazing on communism: Heritage 
communism and post-communist identities in in 
Germany, Hungary and Romania. Space, Place and 
Environment, 2(2): 157–176. 

NADLER, R. 2012. Should I stay or should I go? 
International migrants in the rural town of Zittau/
Saxony and their potential impact on regional 
development. European Countryside, 4(1): 57–72.

NIEDERMAYER, M. 2000. Regulationsweisen der 
Kleinstadtentwicklung. Eine Analyse peripherer 
Kleinstädte im Grenzraum von Südthüringen und 
Nord-Unterfranken. In: NIEDERMAYER, M. (ed.), 
Kleinstadtentwicklung. Würzburg: Geographisches 
Institut der Universität Würzburg, 47–375. 

NORONHA VAZ DE T., LEEUWEN VAN, E. and 
NIJKAMP, P. 2013. Towns in a rural world. Farnham: 
Ashgate.

PIRISI, G. and TRÓCSÁNYI, A. 2007. Demographic 
processes in Hungary and their manifestations 
in small towns. Romanian Review of Regional Studies, 
3(2): 73–82. 

PRINTSMANN, A. 2010. Public and private shaping 
of Soviet mining city: Contested history? European 
Countryside, 2(3): 132–150.

REBERNIK, D. 2005. Small towns in Slovene urban 
system. In: MURAYAMA, Y., DU, G. (eds.), Cities 
in global perspective – diversity and transition. Tokyo: 
College of Tourism of the Rikkyo university/
International Geographical Union – Urban Com-
mission, 172–180. 

REPASKÁ, G. 2011. Malé mestá Nitrianského kraja 
– urbanizácia či suburbanizácia? Geografi cké 
informácie, 15: 52–63. 

RYDZ, E. 2006. Rola małych miast w rozwoju 
obszarów wiejskich. Warszawa: Instytut geografi i 
i przestrzennego zagospodarowania PAN.

SLAVÍK, V. 2002. Small Towns of the Slovak Republic 
within the transformation stage. In: MATLOVIČ, 
R., ŽIGRAI, F., Wandel der regionalen Strukturen in der 
Slowakei und im österreichischslowakischen Grenzgebiet. 
Prešov: Prešovská univerzita, 146–154. 

SOKOŁOWSKI, D. 1999. Funkcje centralne w 
zbiorze małych miast i większych osiedli wiejskich 
w Polsce. Przegląd geografi czny, 71(3): 295–316. 

SPASIĆ, N. and PETRIĆ, J. 2006. The role and 
development perspectives of small towns in 
central Serbia. Spatium, 13–14: 8–15. 

STEINFÜHRER, A. and KABISCH, S. 2005. Images 
einer langfristig schrumpfenden Stadt. Das 
Beispiel Johanngeorgenstadt (Sachsen). Berichten 
zur deutschen Landeskunde, 79(1): 5–31.

TAORMINA DECLARATION, 2009. Saving Europe’s 
Memory and Identity. Taormina: Europa Nostra.

VAISHAR, A. and GREER-WOOTTEN, B. 2006. 
Sustainable development in Moravia: an 
interpretation of the role of the small-town 
sector in transitional socioeconomic evolution. 
In: BOCHNIARZ, Z., COHEN, G. B. (eds.), 
The environment and sustainable development in the new 
central Europe. New York/Oxford: Berghahn Books, 
217–231. 

VAISHAR, A., ŠŤASTNÁ, M., VAVROUCHOVÁ, 
H., STEJSKAL, B., HLISNIKOVSKÝ, L., 
KNIEZKOVÁ, T., LIPOVSKÁ, Z., NOVOTNÁ, K. 
and PÁKOZDIOVÁ, M. 2012. Malá města – motory 
rozvoje jihomoravského venkova. Brno: Mendelova 
univerzita. 

VAISHAR, A. and ZAPLETALOVÁ, J. 2007. 
Suburbanization in small towns – case study 



 Small Towns – Engines of Rural Development in the South-Moravian Region (Czechia): An Analysis… 1405

Modřice near Brno. Analele Universitatii din Craiova 
– seria geografi e, 10: 112–126. 

VAISHAR, A. and ZAPLETALOVÁ, J. 2009. Small 
towns as centres of rural microregions. European 
Countryside, 1(2): 70–81.

WAITT, G. R. and GIBSON, C. R. 2006. Creative 
small cities: Rethinking the creative economy in 
place. Urban Studies, 46(5): 1223–1246.

ZAMFIR, D., TĂLĂNGĂ, C. and STOICA, I. V. 2009. 
Romanian small towns searching for their identity. 
Journal of Urban and Regional Analysis, 1(1): 41–53.

ZEMANOVÁ, J. 2012. Vývoj struktury obyvatelstva 
malých měst v České republice v letech 1869–2001. 
Diploma thesis. Plzeň: West Bohemian University.

ZUZAŃSKA-ŻYSKO, E. 2004. Przemiany 
gospodarcze małych miast wojewódzstwa 
śląskiego. In: JAŹDŹEWSKA, I. (ed.), Zróznicowanie 
warunków źycia ludności w mieście. Łódź: 
Wydawnicztwo Uniwersytetu Łódzkiego, 131–
140.

Contact information

Antonín Vaishar: antonin.vaishar@mendelu.cz
Milada Šťastná: milada.stastna@mendelu.cz
Kateřina Stonawská: katerina.stonawska@mze.cz



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /CMYK
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV (Za stvaranje Adobe PDF dokumenata najpogodnijih za visokokvalitetni ispis prije tiskanja koristite ove postavke.  Stvoreni PDF dokumenti mogu se otvoriti Acrobat i Adobe Reader 5.0 i kasnijim verzijama.)
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice




