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Obcanska spolecnost v CEE

* Postkomunisticka transformace (90. léta)
 Ralf Dahrendorf '
— 6 mésicu (ustava)
—6 let (ekonomika)
— 60 let (hodina obcana)
* Polocas 35 let
* Optimisticka predikce

* Duvéry ve formalni pravidla (Alexander)




Soucasnost — sametova revoluce (35)

1989 — 1968 normalizace (31)

1948 — 1968 kult osobnosti a uvolnéni (20)
1948 — 1938 valka a jeji dusledky (10)
1938 — 1918 slavna 1. republika (20)

1861 — 1918 habsbursky stat (57)

1848 — 1860 Bachuv absolutismus (12)



Oslabeny vztah ke statu/institucim x etatismus
— Nezajem o politiku (de-politizace)

* Omezeny rekrutacni rezervoar politickych elit

» Slaba verejna kontrola politickych instituci
* Nedostatek (absence) zpétnych vazeb

— Stigmatizace politiky (politici x tzv. obycejni lidé)
* Dominance negativnich zpétnych vazeb
e Obranny efekt uzavirani se, vyhoreni, zcynicténi
e Zacarovany kruh stigmatizace, negativni selekce

— Despekt k diskusi a nerealisticka ocekavani

* Frustrace, deziluze na strané verejnosti
* Omezena reflexivita, efektivita instituci
* Manipulativni, demonstrativni publicita, krize legitimity (pf. pandemie)



Aloisie Sommerova (Ludvik Sommer, shopkeeper, her father
died in the WWI)

1909 (born in Hapsburg Empire in Moravia)

1918 (10 years old — Czechoslovakia)

1938 (30 years old — 1st break up of Czechoslovakia)

1939 (Annexation — Protectorate Bohmen und Mahren)

1945 (36 year old — Renewal of Czechoslovakia)

1948 (Communist Coup) p— | —
1968 (60 years old — Prague Spring) L
1989 (80 years old — Velvet Revolution)
1993 (2nd Break up Czechoslovakia)
2004 (95 years old, Czechia joined the EU) B
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Obcanska spole¢nost/verejnost

Tocquevillovsko-giddensovskad perspektiva

Ocekdvdni/funkce Rizika |. RIZIKA II.

Protection

* Obcanska pasivita, apatie ---
nadmira obCanské participace

* Zneuzivani politické moci,
centralizace, byrokratizace --- slaby
stat

e Krize legitimity instituci ---
nekriticka duvéra

 Atomizace, anomie --- nadmeérna

socialni soudrznost (nacionalismus,
Sovinismus)

N
NI

Participation
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Moderni versus tradicni
Liberalimus versus klientelismus

Modernis
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Klientelismus x formalni
pravidla

FIGURE 24: VIEWS ON ACCEPTABILITY OF GIVING A GIFT TO OR DOING A FAVOUR FOR A PUBLIC OFFICIAL OR CIVIL SERVANT IF
MEED SOMETHING URGENTLY FROM THEM, BY COUNTRY (%)
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Sowce: FRA, FundamentalRights Survey 2019 [Data collection in cooperation with CBS (NL), CTIE (LU) and Statis tics Austria (AT)]




Odpoved na otazku ,,Kdybyste chtel néco od verejné spravy nebo
verejné sluzby,

do jaké miry je podle vas prijatelné jednat ndasledujicimi zptsoby?“
(CR) zdroj: Evropska komise (2013)

Dat penize

Dat darek

Prokazat néjakou sluzbu nebo udélat
néjakou laskavost

40 o
60 70
80

= Nevi/bez odpovédi Nepfijatelné Prijatelné



Zdroj: Josef Lada, Bubadci a
hastrmani, Albatros, 2010,
s. 12 (vyslo 1952)

Pan starosta je vazné
vyslechl a potom k nim
promluvil s uredni
vaznosti. ,No, vono by to
bylo dobré, kdyby se tu
usadilo naké strasidlo —
copak o to! Décka beztoho
uz zacinaji tropit vselijaké
nezbednosti... at hodné
strasi kolem zahrad a poli s
lusky, aby nam to décka
vsecko neroznesla, a kdyz
budu vidét, ze straSi
hlavné u mych lusek,
nebudu zase hledét na
néjaké to slovo a leckams
ho k straseni doporucim®.
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Role opozice

FIGURE 11: CONSIDERING FREEDOM OF OPPOSITION PARTIES TO CRITICISE THE GOVERMMENT TO BE OF HIGH IMPORTANCE,
PEOPLE AGED 16-29 YEARS AND 65 YEARS AND OVER, BY COUNTRY () =+

100 04 02

W55+ years W 18-29vyears

Sowrce: FRA, Fundamental Rights Sunvey zo1g [Data collection in cooperation with (BS (NL), CTIE {LU) and Statistics Austria (AT)]




Ochrana lidskych prav

FIGURE 2: VIEWS ON THE STATEMENT “EVERYOMNE IN [THIS COUNTRY] EM)OYS THE SAME BASIC HUMAN RIGHTS",

BY COUNTRY (%)
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Source: FRA, FundamentalRights Survey 2019 [Data collection in cooperation with CB5 (NL), CTIE (LU) and Statistics Austra (AT)]
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Ochrana mensin

FIGURE 10: IMPORTANCE TO DEMOCRACY THAT THE RIGHTS OF MINORITY GROUPS ARE PROTECTED, BY COUNTRY (%)
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Corruption in Europe (1996 — 2022), Tl




CORRUPTION PERCEPTIONS INDEX

‘ Sea ‘ Q‘
Score Country Rank
90 e Denmark 1
87 @  Finland 2
85 o New Zealand 3
24 e Naorway 4
83 e Singapore 5
82 o Sweden 6
32 e Switzerland 6
79 o Netherlands 8
78 o Germany 9
78 o Luxembourg 9
77 @  lreland 11
76 @  Canada 12
76 @  Estonia 12
75 e Australia 14

SCORE

Fighiy

-3

*Disclaimer

1819

nE nn o8

58 WS TN

80497 90100

[ vysoka Skola]

2023 N




Graf 3: Velikostni struktura obci CR, r. 2015
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Zdroj: Maly lexikon obci, CSU, 2015




Prehled poctu obci podle poctu obyvatel

- = o , % celkove
(1]
Obce s poctem Potet obci Pocet obci % celkove piila

obyvatel (v kumulaci) populace wl laci)

0-100 297 557 0.4 0.4
101-200 1 086 1643 1.6 2.0
201-300 890 2533 2.1 4.1
301-1500 2850 5383 184 225
1 501-5 000 575 148 5
5 001-10 000 6112 2 46.4
10 001-20 000 6 180 93 55.8
20 001-30 000 6 208 6.8 62.6
30 001-40 000 6217 A 65.7
40 001-50 000 6222 23 68.0
50 001-100 000 6 238 79
100 001-150 000 6 239 1.0 80.3
150 000 avice 6242 3.2 88.5
Praha 6 243 100.0




Sance pro zajmové skupiny, maminky na matefské, mistni
podnikatelské skupiny, developery ... (KV volby 2018)

Kde letos volby nebudou napinavé
(nebo nebudou viibec)
® obce, kde je pravé tolik kandidata jake mandata

@ obce, kde je méné kandidata nez mandata
® obcee, kde nekandiduje nikdo
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Clientelism, oligarchization, state capture (from 2013 on)




Perspektiva socialni diferenciace

Patronaz versus instituce
Univerzalizujici média moci ikias unmann)

Knize/patron
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Clientelism, oligarchization, state capture (from 2013 on)
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INTEGRACNI FUNKCE OS
Soudrznost, koheze, odolnost

Duvera (mezilidska, institucionalni)
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Slozeni kapitala - co je pro ni typické Jak je velkd

Vysoky pifjem a majetek, ale jen mirné nadprimérny socidlni kapitdl
Zajisténd stfedn{ tiida (kontakty, pomoc v okoli), kulturn{ kapitél a nové typy kompetenci
(Jazyky, pocitace)
Vyssi stiedni
Nastupujici kosmopolitni Vysoky ¢1 nadprmérny piijem, ale omezeny majetek.
tiida Vysoky socldlni kapitdl, kulturni kapitl a nové typy kompetenc

Nadpriimérny ptijem a majetek, ale velmi nizky socidlni,

b kulturni kapitdl i nové typy kompetenci

Nadpriimérny majetek a socidlni kapital (kontakty, pomoc v okoli),
ale niz3i piijmy a kulturni kapitdl a nové typy kompetenci

NiZ&i stifednd Tfida mistnich vazeb

Solidni socidlni, kulturni 1 lidsky kapital (nové kompetence),
ale velm1 nizky majetek a piijmy

Velmi nizky pfijem, majetek a zdroven maly
Stradatic| ttida socidlni kapl?ﬂl:nové tjyp}' kompetenci

Na rozdil od Velké Britdnie v Cesku nelze nalézt tfidu, kterd by méla velmi vysoké viechny typy kapitali a zirovei tvofila vice
neZ 0,5 az 1 % populace. Otdzce formovini elit, které v kratké porevoluéni historii je§té nestadily nakumulovat viechny typy
kapitdlu, se vénuje kapitola Kam zmizely elity.

OhroZend tfida




Pozice trid z hlediska ruznych kapitalu

5
®

4 nastupujici kosmopolitni tfida

, -t ®
trid istnich
= - miatnich-vris sifecn Fida
S ohroZena (fida
‘g 3
‘@
3
D ®
stradajici tfida tradiéni pracujici tfida

(velikost kolecka odpovida zastoupeni tfidy v populaci)

1 2 3 4 5
Ekonomicky kapital
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Social Stratification in
2019

Impoverish LC

18% Abundant UMC

22%

Cosmopolitan

Endangered UMC
LMC 12%
22% °

LMC Working LMC

12% 14%




Spokojenost s rozmeéry Zivota.
Rozdil zastoupeni spokojenych -
nespokojenych

Se svou Hvoeni drovni 5 okonomickou stiuaci v CR
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i“l ii
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Makolik napifagicl o jopch prace S wywolom nadl spolednosts
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How much people trust each
other in EU countries

Generally speaking, most
people in your country can be

- Eurobarometer 471 - April

2018
W 20%-30%
B 30%-40%
| 40% - 50%
I 50% - 60%
W 0% - 70%
B 70% - 80%
W 80%-9%0%

Created with mapchart.net ©




Source: EB, Spring 2019
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LEGITIMACY / Duveéra
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Development after 1989 as positive

Source: The Czech Radio, 2019
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Trust to Law Inforcement

Graf 1: Vyvoj duvéry armadé, policii, soudam (v %)

a0 —#—armada -—e#-—policie -—e—soudy

80
70
60
50
40
30
20

10

Pozn.: Udsje v grafu pfedstavuji souéet odpovéd “rozhodné divéfuji® a *spife dirvéfuj* vyjadFeny v procentech. V' bfeznu 2022 nebyla otézka na divén soudim
zahmuta v dotazovani.

Zdroj: S 500 AV &R, Make spoleénost.



TRUST to POLITICAL INSTITUTIONS

= === prezident V. Klaus = +prezident M. Zeman
= prezident P. Pavel @ seeess vlada P. Necase
== = ylada J. Rusnoka = . sylada B. Sobotky
= «i\flada A. Babise vlada P. Fialy
Poslanecka snémovna — Sanat
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Zdroi: Vzkumy CVVM SO0 AV CR, Nade spoletnost.
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Divéra +/- MNeduvéra +/- proti %4
profi poslednimu poslednimu MNezns Mevi Dﬁ::ﬁﬂdz:u ik
Latfeni® Zatien|

Pavel 54 42 (#4) 1 3 +12
Babig 46 (+4) 51 0 K -5

Okamura 40 (+5) 56 1 K -16
Bartod 28 (+8) g0 (-7) 8 4 32
Vistrdil 25 40 (-5) £} 4 -15
Lipavsky 24 (+5) 7 (-9) 3 8 -13
Kupka 18 28 45 [ -10
Rakuan 18 66 10 5 47
Fiala 19 78 1] 2 50
Vyborny 17 28 (-5) 48 T =11

Pekarovd Adamova 17 (+5) T3(-d) 7 3 56
Valek 15 (4) (1 25 & -40
Comochova 16 &7 23 & 42
Juretka 15 70 11 4 -85
Sikela 14 (+4d) 41 38 G =2
Baxa 12 28 () 23 7 16
BlaZek 12 (#d) 33 (-15) a7 8 21

Stanjura 12 59 (-7) 22 ) 4
Hladik 2] 25 (-B) 58 8 -18
Bek g 30 o4 [ =21

\yjadreni divéry &i neduvéry politikim - srovnani v procentech za obdobi 26. ledna - 11.
brezna 2024
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Graf 2: Vyvoj divéry médiim (v %)
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Pozn.: Udsje v grafu pfedstavujl soufet odpovadi “rozhodnd divaFuji® a "spife divefuji® vyjédFeny v procentech.
Fdroj: VWM 500 AV GR, Made spoleénost.




Politics as
Important or

100%
80% | m Politika je dlleZita
60% r
40% r
Od politiky je lepsi
datrucepryt/
20% politika je Epinava
%

Total (n=1101) Cernosice (n=351) Hréadek {(n=376) Semily (n=374)



Komu a éemu (he)davéruji zastupci spoleéenskych tfid

Maziliinki (v Dl institucim [t mocanskym inslitucin [hivibein poliickym inslibucen
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How important it is in your life: Politics
(very important, rather important, not very important or
not important at all) WVS time-series (1981-2020).

staré stity EU Cesko nové staty EU
1989-1993 B I8 36 38 14 62 9 2k 37 41 21 62 9 23 31 40 24 65
1994-1998 #2735 41 4 64 i 022 25 45 19 M4 6 I8 24 41 34 T4
1999-2004 g 30 38 41 20 6l 6 23 31 48 19 &7 5 19 25 42 31 73
2005-2009 10 35 44 37 1 55 5 16 21 42 35 77 5 19 24 42 33 75
2000-2014 9 33 42 40 I8 57 0 4 I8 213 43 M 717
2017-2020 11 3% 49 35 153 S0 6 1% 25 44 29 @ 9 22 3 37 31 69
protestanska Evropa katolickd Evropa ortoedoxni Evropa
1989-1993 9 33 42 40 17 57 8 22 30 37 30 67 10 24 34 39 24 &3
1994-1998 31 3 43 I8 6l 6 17 23 3 37 76 719 2 40 31 0TI
1999-2004 B34 42 42 15 57 T 23 029 42 28 T E 24 31 40 26 66
2005-2009 9 3% 47 3 13 52 8 26 34 3 1o 65 E 25 3 3 1T 65
2010-2014 10 3% 49 39 11 50 4 18 22 44 33 T8 719 2 40 33 73
2017-2020 11 45 56 36 ¥ 43 10 30 39 37 24 e0) 10 21 31 35 31 66
byvaly Lapad Evropskd unie byvaly Vvchod
1989-1993 #1937 3 14 6l 8 2T 35 3 24 &3 9 23 31 40 23 63
1994-1998 B 2B 35 41 23 63 722 29 41 29 &9 6 I8 25 41 32 73
1999-2004 8 30 38 41 20 6l T 2T 34 41 213 68 6 22 28 41 28 69
2005-2009 10 35 45 37 17 &4 8 30 38 3 21 6l 6 21 28 41 30 Tl
2000-2014 9 33 42 40 I8 57 72T 34 41 15 66 5 19 28 42 32 78
2017-2020 1 3% 49 35 15 S| 10 34 44 35 200 55 E 22 30 37 30 67




Q) 4: How important it 1s 1n your life: Politics (very important, rather important,

not very important or not important at all)

WWVS time-series (1981-2020).

Neémecko Rakousko Recko
1989-1993 1 34 44 41 13 54 T 27 34 3H 25 63 L 0
1994-1998 11 40 51 39 10 49 0 0 0 0
1999-2004 9 30 3o 41 19 &l 10 31 41 43 15 58 9 27T 36 40 23 63
2005-2009 H 33 41 40 17 57 11 30 41 42 17 59 14 38 52 30 18 48
20010-2014 1 34 44 43 13 56 0 0 L 0
2007-2020 15 51 66 26 6 32 11 3% S0 36 13 49 1o 23 33 32 34 By
Mizozemi Polsko Bulharsko
1989-1993 12 41 53 33 13 46 10 27 37 38 19 57 15 ik 45 39 13 52
1994-1998 0 0 T 23 30 37T 30 67 7 18 15 41 3l TI
1999-2004 10 T 43 T 23 30 45 23 68 7T 22 29 45 20 65
2005-2009 9 12 46 1] 22 28 41 29 T0 721 28 41 29 T
20010-2014 3 12 58 5 28 33 45 22 67 L 0
20017-2020 [ 45 8 36 44 34 22 =11 12 24 36 35 27 62
Itslie Rumunsko
1989-19493 11 15 54 T 23 30 35 34 69 - e 20 37 Al 77
1994-1998 11 12 53 0 0 () 18 15 37 £ 73
1999-2004 11 45 8 26 34 42 24 11 5 200 25 33 41 T4
2005-2009 11 9 46 10 32 42 34 23 57 5 18 23 37 38 75
20010-2014 17 9 37 0 0 L 17 23 38 38 T
2007-2020 21 5 15 11 35 46 35 18 53 10 14 24 33 42 75
ipanﬂﬁkﬂ Srbsko
1989-1993 H 15 56 1] 15 21 32 45 77 L L
1994-1998 0 8 15 23 32 43 75 7 17 24 42 32 T4
1999-2004 8 i3 41 - 14 58 1] 16 22 3% 38 77 5 200 25 45 29 T4
2005-2040 12 43 55 39 6 45 1] 21 7 3% 33 T2 a6 200 26 44 29 73
20010-2014 0 L 1] e 22 41 37 T8 L L
2007-2020 B 38 46 45 ¥ 53 14 26 40 i 24 6l L 1% 25 40 34 T4
E'i".'_"."carﬁ.lm Slovinsko Rusko
1989-1993 11 30 41 35 22 57 T 17 24 47 25 T2 11 25 36 40 1o 59
1994-1998 6 31 37 42 19 6l 3 12 15 47 38 b b b 1% 27 43 29 T2
1999-2004 0 0 2 12 14 45 40 85 b i 38 40 21 6l
2005-2040 12 38 S0 £ 12 48 3 13 16 49 34 83 B 27T 35 40 22 62
2000-2014 0 0 2 10 12 47 41 1] 7T 20 27 40 30 Tl
20017-2020 1 41 51 4 9 49 4 13 17 46 37 3 11 27T 38 38 23 6l
‘insko Francie Ukrajina
1989-1993 3 22 25 500 22 72 8 24 32 33 33 111 L 0
1994-1998 3 1t 19 5000 29 79 0 0 6 22 28 39 27 Gy
1999-2004 3 1t 19 54 25 79 8 27 35 35 29 64 11 26 37 36 23 59
2005-2009 3 26 29 45 24 TD 12 3T 49 i 21 51 o 27 37 35 26 6l
2000-2014 0 0 L 0 721 28 42 30 T2
20017-2020 6 38 44 45 9 54 9 0 39 34 27 6l B 21 29 31 25 Sy




Not interested in politics?

People reporting to be not at all interested in politics, by age group (2012-2014)
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Source: Society at a Glance 2016: OECD Social Indicators (Figure 7.9) | http://oe cd/sag @» OECD
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 Nezajem o politiku
— Omezeny rekrutacni rezervoar politickych elit
— Slaba verejna kontrola politickych instituci
— Nedostatek (absence) zpétnych vazeb

» Stigmatizace politiky
— Dominance negativnich zpétnych vazeb
— Obranny efekt uzavirani se, vyhoreni, zcynicténi
— Zacarovany kruh stigmatizace, negativni selekce

* Despekt k diskusi a nerealisticka ocekavani

— Frustrace, deziluze na strané verejnosti
— Omezena reflexivita, efektivita instituci
— Manipulativni, demonstrativni publicita, krize legitimity
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Rejecting or weak support for democratic
rules

Delegitimizing political opponents
Tolerating or invoking violence

Readiness to confine civic rights including
media



