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Ekonomické aspekty Zivotniho prostfedi

Jeto vlastnésmutné. Pfiroda, nebo feknéme obecnéji Zivotni prostredi, chce-
li ziskat vahu argumentu pfi rozhodovani, musi se napred vétSinou zastitit
svou ekonomickou hodnotou. Nutnost ekonomického hodnoceni Zivotniho
prostiedi je dnes, alespon v nasich podminkach, postulovana pomalu jako
axiom, jako projev nasi racionality. Vétsinou se tedy spokojime s hledanim
odpovédi na otazku “jak toto hodnoceni provést”, otazka “pro¢ je nuiné to vlastné
délat” se mnohdy viibec neklade. Kritérium ekonomické efektivnostijako hlav-
ni rozhodovad kritérium se zda byt natolik samoziejmym, Ze ten, kdo se jej
pokusi i jen relativizovat, si v “dobré spolenosti” koleduje o cejch heretika.

Hledani pficin tohoto stavu by bylo komplikované, ale jisté by nas pfivedlo
k diskusi o hodnotovych orientacich spoletnosti, jejich relativité a proménach
v toku Casu. Jen pro ilustraci si dovolime odcitovat Ericha Froma, ktery ve své
knize Strach ze svobody na toto téma poznamenava: “Ve stredovékém systému byl
kapital sluzebnikem clovéka, v modernim systému se viak stal jeho pdnem... Ekono-
mickd aktivita a touha po zisku jen kviili nim samym pfipadaly stiedovékému mysliteli
prdvé tak iraciondIni, jako modernimu mysleni pfipadd jejich absence.”

Z tohoto hlediska predstavuje tivodni ¢lanek ¢isla onu povéstnou cestnou
vyjimku - klade si otdzku, nakolik ma viibec smysl pokouset se kvalitativni
charakteristiky krajiny uchopit instrumentariem ekonomické kvantifikace.
Dalsi prispévky se pak zamétuji predevsim na jednotlivé aspekty feSeni prvé
otazky (a na problémy s tim spojené). Nicméné, i tam je mozno vystopovat, sice
tlumeny, pfesto zaznivajici eticky ton, ktery by se dal volné parafrazovat otaz-
kou “Kdo md vlastné platit za uZfvani pfrodnich zdrojii & za odstrariovdni ndsledkit
poskozeni Zivotniho prostiedi? “ Diskuse o financovani Narodniho parku Sloven-
sky raj je toho explicitnim pfikladem.

Z pohleduna obsah ¢isla bychom mohli udélat standardni zavér: nepodafilo
se, pochopitelng, pokryt vechny aspekty tématu. Nebylo to ani nasim cilem,
z jednoho prostého diivodu - neni to totiz mozné. Toto monotématické &slo
predkladame jenjako dalsi prispévek k diskusina dané téma a svym zptisobem
i jako vyzvu k jejimu pokracovéni na strankach naseho asopisu.

Jan Tésitel, Miroslav Martis
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Economic aspects of the environment

It is really sad. If nature, or more essentially the environment, wants to get
arguments in decision making, it has to ensureitself by its own economicvalue
beforehand. Nowadays the need of economicevaluation of the environmentis
postulated as an axiom, as amanifestationof our rationality in these conditions.
Usually we are satisfied with the search for the question “how to realise this
evaluation”. The question “why is it necessary to do it” is not frequently put.
The criterion of economical effectiveness as the main decision making criterion
seems to be so much obvious, that who tries to revitaliseit, in the so called “good
society” asks for the mark of heretic.

Trying to find the causes of this state would be complicated, but it would
certainly lead us to the discussion about value orientations of the society, their
relativity and changes in time. Just for illustration, allow us to cite Erich From,
who in his book Fear of freedom mentions: “In the medieval system capital was the
servant of man, in modern system it has became his ruler... The economic activity and
desire for profit seemed to medieval thinker just such irrational as to modern man seems
to be their absence.”

From this viewpoint the introductory article of this issue presents the famed
exception - it puts the question what is the point of expression the qualitative
landscape properties by means of economical quantification. Further contribu-
tions are aimed mainly at single aspects of solution of the first question (and at
problems connected with). Nevertheless, also thereis possible to find out a sub-
dued but sounded ethical tone which could be paraphrased by the question
“Who is to pay the use of natural resources or removal of the consequences of environ-
mental damages?” The discussion about the financing of the National Park Slo-
vensky raj is an explicit example of it.

From the viewpoint of the content of the issue we could put the conclusion:it
did not succeed, of course, to cover all aspects of the theme. It was not our aim
from one simple reason - it is not possible. This monothematical issue we
present only as a further contribution to the discussion about the given theme
and also as a provocation to its continuation on the pages of this journal.

Jan Tésitel, Miroslav Martis
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