CONFLICT OF NATURE PRESERVATION AND TOURISM IN THE NIZKY JESENIK HIGHLANDS

in the

Czech Republic in 2013
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DEPENDENCE OF TOURISM INFRASTRUCTURE LOAD ON TOURISM POTENTIAL

Correlation analysis of the data sets
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and the distance of municipalities
from the position of linear line allowed
establishing the final definition of the
impact of tourism.
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Tourism infrastructure load considering tourism potential

The derived outputs were
calculated based on existing
infrastructure  but considering
the size of population in
municipalities in order to establish
the index of load of built-up
areas and hiking trails, the
frequency of daily connections
to the railways and the daily
number of passing cars in
case of road transport.
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