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Vymezeni turistickych regionu
Delimitation of Tourist Regions
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Regionalizace cestovniho ruchu a rekreace patri mezi jeden z nejvyznamnéjSich sméru vyzkumu v geografii
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The regionalization of tourism and recreation is one of the most important directions of the research on tourism geography. The
first works started to appear in the 1950s when new mathematical and statistical methods began to be used. Their frequency was
at its highest level in the 1970s when they were essential for the management and the prediction of future territorial development.
The main steps taken in the regionalization of an area are the selection of appropriate information, processing the large sets of data,
and the cartographic synthesis of the information. The regionalization (zoning) of tourism and recreation is a process in which
regions (zones, areas) of tourism and recreation are delimited on the basis of specific criteria. The regionalization of an area in terms
of tourism and recreation is implemented either by using criteria that are based on the material and technical base’'s performance
(realization assumptions) or on the criteria that characterize the sources and prerequisites of the landscape for tourism and
recreation (localization requirements). The regions that are delimited based on these criteria are generally homogenous areas
earmarked either because of the related resources and prerequisites of the area for the development of certain combinations
of types and forms of tourism and recreation, or in terms of the similar qualitative structure of the tourist traffic. The advantages
of both criteria can be combined. Regions of tourism and recreation can also be delimited heterogeneously as nodal regions,
l.e. as a territory that is dominated by internal territorial links between the core destination and the destination hinterland, which
differs in the orientation of its links to the neighbouring areas (Mariot 1983, Wokoun, Vystoupil 1987).

metod. Jejich €etnost je nejvétsi v 70. letech, kdy byly nezbytné pro fizeni a prognézy uzemniho rozvoje. Hlavnimi
kroky pfi rajonizacich uzemi jsou vybér vhodnych informaci, zpracovani rozsahlych souboru dat a kartograficka
syntéza informaci. Regionalizace (rajonizace) cestovniho ruchu a rekreace je proces, pri némz dochazi k vymezeni
regionu (rajonu, oblasti) cestovniho ruchu a rekreace na zakladé urcitych kritérii. Regionalizace uzemi z hlediska
cestovniho ruchu a rekreace se provadi bud pomoci kritérii vychazejicich z vykonu materialné technické zakladny
(realiza¢nich predpokladu), nebo z kritérii charakterizujicich zdroje a predpoklady krajiny pro cestovni ruch
a rekreaci (lokalizacni predpoklady). Regiony vymezené na zakladé téchto kritérii predstavuji zpravidla homogenni
oblasti vyélenéné bud s ohledem na pribuzné zdroje a predpoklady uzemi pro rozvoj urcité kombinace druhu
a forem cestovniho ruchu a rekreace, nebo z hlediska podobné kvalitativni struktury realizované navstevnosti.
Vyhody obou kritérii lze spojit. Regiony cestovniho ruchu a rekreace |ze rovnéz vymezit heterogenne, jako nodalni
regiony, tj. Jako uzemi, v nichz dominuji vnitfni uzemni vazby mezi destinacnim jadrem a destinacnim zazemim
odlisné orientaci vazeb od sousednich oblasti (Mariot 1983, Wokoun, Vystoupil 1987).

We can define three basic approaches to the regionalization (or zoning) of tourism: Muzeme definovat tfi zakladni pristupy k regionalizaci (rajonizaci) cestovniho ruchu:

1) geograficky (50. — 70. léta 20. stol.) — ¢leni uzemi podle vyznamnych geografickych ¢i geomorfologickych
celku (hory, more, jezera, velkomeésta, lazné),

(1) geographical (from the 1950s to the 1970s) — it divides the territory according to major geographical or geomorphological
units (mountains, seas, lakes, cities, spas),

2) normativni = uzemné-planovaci (60. — 90. léta) — déli uzemi podle jeho funkéniho vyuziti a vyznamu
pro cestovni ruch, jednotlivym oblastem (regionum) cestovniho ruchu pridéluje limity vyuziti a zatizeni,
kategorizuje oblasti podle vyznamu pro cestovni ruch,

(2) normative = spatial planning (from the 1960s to the 1990s) - it divides the territory according to its functional usage and
its importance for tourism, assigning usage and load limits to individual areas (regions), categorizing the areas according
to their importance for tourism,

3) marketingovy — nejmladsi a dnes nejrozsifenéjsi pristup, jeho podstatou je co nejefektivnéjsi propagace
nabidky cestovniho ruchu na narodni (resp. regionalni) urovni a tvorba konkurenceschopnych produktu
cestovniho ruchu mistnimi a regionalnimi aktéry v regionech (oblastech).

(3) marketing — the most up-to-date and currently the most widespread approach, it essentially represents the most effective
promotion of tourism at a national (or regional) level and the production of competitive tourism products by local and
regional actors in the regions (areas).

Jednotlivé pristupy k vymezovani regionu v cestovnim ruchu vyplyvaji ze samotného duvodu, pro¢ ma byt uzemi
roz€lenéno, pricemz se pristupy velmi ¢asto kombinuji (Vystoupil 2008).

The varying approaches to defining tourist regions stem from the very same reason for why the territory should be divided, but these
approaches are frequently combined (Vystoupil 2008).

Contemporary Tourist Regions (upper figure) and Tourist Areas (middle figure) in Czechia were
implemented using a marketing approach, the aim of which is to promote Czech tourism’s
potential mostly to a foreign clientele. This approach should also be used for the organization
of tourism.

v Source: http://www.czechtourism.cz/.

The Regionalization of Tourism in Czechia combines both
geographic and spatial-planning principles. It identifies four
basic types of landscape for tourism: rural landscapes (in three
levels according to their potential for tourism), mountain
landscapes, large sandstone rock formations, and urbanized
areas that are complemented by point elements — typologized
centers of tourism.

| venkovska krajina s velmi piiznhimi pledpoklady pro CR
| venkovska krajina s primémymi pledpoklacy pro CR
_ i voenkovska krajina s minmalnimi pfedpoldady pro CR
| urbanizované prostory
_ velkoplofng plskoveove skalni dlvary
[_:j vosnské Ujesdy

Note: upper right legend - mountain landscape; rural landscape
with favorable conditions for tourism; rural landscape with average
conditions for tourism; rural landscape with minimum conditions for
tourism; urbanized spaces; sandstones rock formation areas; military
training areas; lower left legend - water bodies of supra-regional
importance; spa resorts of national importance; other spa resorts; caves;
other towns.

Source: Vystoupil et al. 2007.
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T, : The Tourist Areas of Southern Bohemia — Marketing delimitation of the tourist areas
of South Bohemia by a regional destination management organization — the Tourist Authority
of South Bohemia.
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It can be defined (geographically or normatively) and presented on the
basis of various criteria such as: a geomorphological unit, the National
Park, a protected landscape area, the Biosphere Reserve, a marketing
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Middle figure: The Regionalization of Czechoslovakia was established on the basis
A of spatial-planning principles as the basis for the planning and management of tourism
development in Czechoslovakia. References

Within this system, 47 tourist areas have been delimited. Some of these areas were also additionally

divided into sub-areas). These tourist areas were divided into four categories according to their
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localisation factors, that are suitable for rural tourism, with emphasis on geological wealth and its use O R s . 1025 - 1630 . N VYSTOUPIL, J., HOLESINSKA, A, KUNC, J., SAUER M. (2007): Navrh noveé rajonizace cestovniho ruchu CR. Brno.
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