Anotace

Predlozena prace si za hlavni cil klade analyzovat n¢které aspekty vyvoje tzv. specialnich
muzeologii v obdobi komunistického panstvi v letech 1948—1989 na izemi Ceskych zemi. Tento
klicovy pojem pfitom vnima jako hrani¢ni obory, které v sob& primarné integruji poznatky
muzeologie a jednotlivych védnich disciplin s cilem ovliviiovat muzejni kulturu a zpétné ptisobit na
ob¢ vychozi discipliny. Jejich vlastni obsahovou napli tak tvoii predevsim teoretické, ale i
historické a k praxi zaméfené (muzeografické) myslenkové piistupy, které se bezprostfedné vazi a
svou podstatou ovlivituji proces muzealizace.

Pro vyzkum bylo zvoleno celkem pét vyraznych védnich obort — historiografie, archeologie,
etnografie, literarni véda a d&jiny umeéni. Pii jejich vybéru sehrala dilezitou roli predevsim
skutecnost, ze vSechny vykazuji moznost komparace srovnatelnych znakt plynouci z jejich zarazeni
mezi humanitni védy a zarovei se jednd o etablované hrace na muzejnim poli. Piesto se u nich
objevuji mensi ¢i veétsi diference zcela zasadni pro muzeologické vniméni problematiky, a to

V podob¢ odlisné miry preference autentickych hmotnych predméti pii vlastnim vyzkumu, zptisobti
klasifikace zkoumanych jevl ¢i vyrazného prekryvani dokumenta¢niho zabéru v ramci muzejni
¢innosti.

V souladu s hlavnim zdmérem préce je jejim dalSim stézejnim tkolem u jednotlivych specialnich
muzeologii predstavit kli¢ové osobnosti a jimi vygenerovanou Skalu ptistupti a postojti v oblasti
muzealizace. Dalsi vyzkumné tkoly pak souvisi pfedevsim s celkovym pochopenim fungovani
zkoumaného fenoménu véetné zaznamenani vnéjsich vlivi, které jeho podobu determinovaly. V
praci je tak nastinén slozity a komplikovany vztah tehdejs$iho statni kulturni politiky k muzejnictvi,
prace si vSak neklade za cil detailn¢ analyzovat celkovy mechanismus ptisobeni a aktivit téchto
instituci. Pfedmétem analyzy specialnich muzeologii se naopak stanou strategie jednotlivych
muzeologll, mira jejich zapojeni do vysokosSkolského prosttedi, zahrani¢ni vlivy a také otazka
institucionalizace ¢i kontinuity a diskontinuity s obdobim pfed rokem 1948.

Hlavnimu i dil¢im ciliim odpovida struktura prace. Prvni kapitola zasazuje problematiku do
dobového muzeologického 1 mocenskopolitického kontextu. Nasleduji kapitoly jsou vénované
jednotlivym specidlnim muzeologiim a zaméfuji se na monitorovani spole¢ného vyvoje piislusného
védniho oboru a muzejnictvi, analyzu snah o vymezeni kompetenci jednotlivych specialnich
muzeologii, strukturu relevantnich muzejnich instituci, vnimani oborovych aspektii muzealizace
muzejnimi pracovniky, historickou reflexi daného fenoménu a kone¢né participaci na profesnim
sdruzovani a vysokoskolské vyuce.

Co se tyka geografického vymezeni tématu, text se soustfedi vyhradné na oblast historickych
¢eskych zemi. Vliv ostatnich prostfedi bude zkouman potud, pokud vyznamnéjSim zptisobem
zasahly do ¢eského prostiedi. Z hlediska ¢asového pak vyzkum zahrnuje specifické obdobi let
1948-1989, které predstavuje fadu prelomovych udalosti, s nimiz se autor vyrovnava na zakladé
reflexe soucasné historiografické produkce.

Vzhledem k obrovskému poctu a charakteru pramenného materialu, ktery bylo tfeba do prace
zakomponovat, se ustfedni metodou pro ziskani relevantnich poznatki stala obsahové analyza a
jejich nasledné uttidéni formou komparace. Co se tyka informacnich zdroji, kromé historiografické
produkce je jejich soucdsti i standardni literatura o d¢jinach muzei a osobnostech. Zaklad vsak tvofi
mnozstvi dobovych publikaci, ptispévkia ze sbornikii 1 Casopist a velky pocet stati pojednavajicich
o nejruznéjsich setkanich a udalostech.

Vlastni ptinos pfedlozené prace spociva v tom, Ze se jako prvni svého druhu pokousi zkompletovat,
systematizovat a interpretovat udaje o doposud minimaln€ probadaném tématu. Pfes urcujici
historicky ptistup se na danou problematiku diva pfedevsim prizmatem muzeologie a pouziva jeji
terminologii. Mnohé v praci nastinéné myslenky tehdejsich predstavitel specidlnich muzeologii
ostatné¢ mohou rezonovat i v dnesni spolecnosti.



Abstract

The main aim of this work is to analyze some aspects of the development of the so-called special
museologies in the period of the communist era in the years 1948—1989 on the territory of the Czech
lands. It, however, perceives this key concept as borderline disciplines, which primarily integrate the
knowledge of museology and individual scientific disciplines intending to influence the museum
culture and retroactively affect both initial disciplines. Their content thus consists mainly of
theoretical, but also historical and practice-oriented (museographic) ideological prisms, which are
immediately connected to and, by their nature, influence the process of musealization. Five major
scientific disciplines were selected for this research work — historiography, archeology, ethnography,
literary science, and art history. The fact that they all exhibit the possibility of comparing comparable
features resulting from their inclusion in the humanities and are also established players in the
museum field played an essential role in their selection. Nevertheless, there are minor or more
significant differences that are fundamental to the museological perception of the issue, namely in the
form of different degrees of preference for authentic, tangible objects in own research, ways of
classifying the examined phenomena or a significant overlapping of documentary scopes within the
museum activity. Following the main aim of the thesis, its next main task is to introduce, within each
of the individual special museologies, the key personalities and their range of approaches and attitudes
in the area of musealization. Other research tasks are then related primarily to the overall
understanding of the functioning of the examined phenomenon, including the recording of external
factors that determined its form. The thesis outlines the complex and complicated relationship of the
then state cultural policy to museology. Nevertheless, it does not aim to analyze in detail the overall
mechanism of action and activities of these institutions. On the contrary, the analysis subject of special
museologies will be the strategies of individual museologists, their degree of involvement in the
university environment, foreign influences, and also the question of institutionalization or continuity
and discontinuity with the period before 1948. The thesis structure corresponds to main and partial
aims. The first chapter puts the issue into the contemporaneous museological and power-political
context. The following chapters are dedicated to the individual special museologies and focus on
monitoring the joint development of the relevant discipline and museology, analysis of efforts to
define competences of individual special museologies, the structure of pertinent museum institutions,
perception of discipline aspects of musealization by museum workers, the historical reflection of the
given phenomenon and finally participation in professional events and university teaching. Regarding
the geographical definition of the topic, the text focuses exclusively on the area of historical Czech
lands. The influence of other environments will be investigated to the extent to which it has
significantly influenced the Czech environment. In terms of time, the research includes a specific
period of 1948—1989, which represents several breakthrough events that the author deals with based
on the reflection of contemporary historiographic production. Due to the plethora and character of
the source material that had to be incorporated into the work, content analysis and its subsequent
sorting in the form of comparison became the convenient method for obtaining relevant knowledge.
Regarding the information sources, in addition to historiographic production, they also include
standard literature on the history of museums and personalities. However, the basis is formed by
several contemporaneous publications, contributions from anthologies and magazines, and a large
number of essays describing various meetings and events. The benefit of the presented thesis is that,
as the first of its kind, attempts to complete, systematize and interpret data on a topic that so far has
been explored only minimally. Despite the denoting historical approach, the issue is primarily
explored through the prism of museology and uses its terminology. Indeed, many of the ideas of the
then representatives of special museology outlined in this work may also resonate in today’s society.
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