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I EDITORIAL

PAMETOVE INSTITUCE A SPOLECNOST VE 20. STOLETI

Moderné organizované pamét'ové instituce zname na naSem uzemi od 19. stoleti, celd fada jejich predchiidct vsak existovala
viceméné kontinualné jiz od stiredovékych dob. Diky tomu se dochovalo mnoho nepostradatelnych hmotnych, pisemnych
i ikonografickych sbirek k ¢eskym i svétovym dé&jindm. Na jedné strané jsou tedy takové instituce jako archivy ¢i muzea
neocenitelnymi prostiedniky pfi studiu historie. Na strané druhé pak Casto i déjiny muzei a archivl pfindseji zajimava a mnohdy
i neotfela svédectvi dobového vyvoje. I pies to zlstavaji d¢jiny pamétovych instituci ve stinu jinych historiografickych témat,
Casto ke skodeé véci.

V roce 2018 jsme si pripomnéli dvousté vyro¢i zalozeni Narodniho muzea. Oslavy zalozeni nejvétsiho ¢eského muzea mély
rtuznou podobu. Vefejnost asi nejintenzivnéji vnimala znovuotevieni diikladné rekonstruované muzejni historické budovy, ktera
se nyni opét skvi ve své pivodni krase v ¢ele Vaclavského namésti. Dal§im projevem bliziciho se vyro¢i bylo i znovuzahajeni
studia tématu dé&jin Narodniho muzea. Moderni pojeti muzejnich déjin bylo dlouhodobym desideratem ceské historiografie,
vzdyt jejich posledni zevrubné zpracovani pochazi z pera literarniho historika Josefa Hanuse z let 1921-1923, pozdéji vysly
pfi vyrocich béhem 20. stoleti dva sborniky k muzejnim déjindm — prvni vznikl v roce 1948 pod redakci tehdejsiho feditele NM
Gustava Skalského, druhy pii stopadesatém vyro¢i v roce 1968, kdy vedli autorsky kolektiv feditel historického muzea NM
Miroslav Burian a vyznamny muzejni teoretik a historik Jifi Spét, kontroverzni postava ¢eské historiografie. Viechny pozdgjsi
pokusy o souborné sepsani muzejnich déjin z nejriznéjsich divoda ztroskotaly a téma bylo reflektovano pouze v dil¢ich studiich
na strankach odbornych periodik.

Ve druhém desetileti 21. stoleti si ov§em sva vyro¢i pfipominala i Moravské zemské muzeum a Slezské zemské muzeum.
I ona se obratila pfi této piilezitosti ke studiu svych déjin, jak ukazuji n€které vydané publikace.

Paraleln¢ probihajici vyzkum samoziejmé umoznuje komparaci dil¢ich zavéra, k nimz jednotlivi badatelé postupné
dochéazeji. Oblasti srovnavani mohou byt tematicky velmi pestré — je mozno sledovat déjiny védnich obori a je mozno sledovat
publikacni ¢i prezentacni strategie, vzajemné ovliviiovani ¢i naopak uzavienost instituci v horizontalni ¢i vertikalni roving,
moznosti a pribéh prosazovani novych metodickych postupti. Dalsim velkym okruhem otazek je pak zkoumani ulohy muzei
a jejich rezonance ve spole¢nosti v politicky pestrém 20. stoleti, v némz se vystfidaly demokratické i zcela nedemokratické
rezimy z obou krajnich ¢asti politického spektra — rtizné instituce se s nimi vyrovnavaly rozdiln€, prezentace instituci na
oficialni tirovni mohla byt vyrazné odlisna od skute¢nych vnitinich poméri (napt. predevsim ve velkych pamétovych institucich
existovaly ostrivky svobodného badani). Dulezité je také zabyvat se metodami vyzkumu dé&jin pamét'ovych instituci a prameny,
které k nému mizeme vyuzivat, kdy na jedné stran¢ stoji tradi¢né vyuzivané pisemné prameny, nicméné opomijet bychom
nem¢li ani pristupy oral history.

Jednim z vystupl spole¢ného zajmu Ceskych a slovenskych pamétovych instituci o vlastni déjiny a jejich srovnani bylo
uspotadani samostatné sekce Pamétové instituce a spole¢nost ve 20. stoleti v ramci 11. sjezdu ¢eskych historikdi v Olomouci
v roce 2017. Pod zastitou generalniho feditele Narodného muzea v Bratislave Branislava Panise a feditele Historického muzea
které prezentovaly dil¢i témata tykajici se d&jin riznych muzei. N&kolik piispévkl tykajicich se Narodnich muzei v Praze
a Bratislavé bylo zpracovano do textové podoby. Doplnény dalsi studii, ktera byla sice pro sjezd historikl pfipravovana, avsak
nakonec nebyla odborné vetejnosti na tomto foru prezentovana, se staly obsahem tohoto Cisla ¢asopisu Acta Musei Nationalis
Pragae — Historia. Jejich tematicky rozptyl je Siroky a pokryva dil¢im zpisobem vSechny oblasti vyzkumu naseho tématu, jak
o nich bylo psano vyse.

Je nepochybné, ze v poslednich nékolika letech bylo vykonano na poli muzejnich dé€jin mnohé, i pfesto zlstavaji mnoha
témata pouze na pocatku svého zpracovani.

Klara Woitschova



THE MEMORY INSTITUTIONS AND THE SOCIETY IN THE 20TH CENTURY

Memory institutions organised following a modern approach have been present on our territory since the 19th century. A number
of their predecessors, however, had been functioning already more or less continuously since medieval times. Thanks to this,
many indispensable materials, written and iconographic collections related to Czech, and world history, have been preserved.
On one hand, institutions such as archives and museums are highly valuable intermediaries in the study of history; on the other
hand, the history of museums and archives often brings out into the world interesting and frequently original testimonies of
development in a certain period. Yet, the history of memory institutions remains overshadowed by other historiographic topics,
often to the detriment of the cause.

In 2018, we commemorated the 200th anniversary of the founding of the National Museum. The founding of the biggest Czech
museum was celebrated in various ways. The most intensively perceived event for the public was probably the reopening of the
thoroughly restored historical museum building, which now shines again in its original beauty at the top of the Wenceslas Square.
Another manifestation of the upcoming anniversary was the relaunch of the explorations of the National Museum’s history.
A modern approach to the Museum’s history has been the object of a long-term desideratum of Czech historiography experts.
The last detailed monograph dedicated to this topic was written by the literary historian Josef Hanu$ and it was published in
two volumes in 1920 and 1923 respectively. Later on, during the course of the 20th century, two anthologies focusing on the
Museum’s history emerged on the occasion of the institution’s anniversary: the first one in 1948 under the editorship of the then
director of the National Museum Gustav Skalsky, and the second one in the year 1968 which was also the 150th anniversary of
the Museum. The team of authors of the later anthology was led by Miroslav Burian, the then director of the Historical Museum,
and a prominent museum theorist and historian Jan Spét, a controversial personality of the Czech historiography. All later
attempts to comprehensively draw up the museum’s history failed for various reasons, and the topic was reflected upon only in
partial studies on the pages of professional periodicals.

In the 2010s, however, the Moravian and Silesian Museums commemorated their anniversaries. Both institutions then took
advantage of the circumstances and turned to the study of their history, as some of the published books illustrate.

The parallel research, naturally, allows a comparison of partial conclusions, which individual researchers gradually make.
Areas of comparison can be very diverse thematically: it is possible to pay attention to the history of scientific disciplines,
to track — in the broadest context — the changes these disciplines underwent during the 20th century in museums and related
institutions, to address the strategy of publishing or display, the mutual influence or isolation of the institutions at the horizontal
or vertical levels, as well as the possibilities and the course of promoting new methodical procedures. Another large group of
questions relates to the study of the role of museums and their impact in the politically diverse 20th century, when democratic
systems and absolutely non-democratic regimes, from both extremes of the political spectrum, were taking turns. Various
institutions dealt with these changes in a different way: the official presentation of the institutions could alter significantly
from the actual internal conditions (especially in the larger memory institutions one could find, for example, islands of free
research). It is impossible to study the history of memory institutions without questioning both the chosen research methods and
appropriate sources. As while there are traditionally used written sources, one should not neglect the approaches of oral history.

The common interest of both Czech and Slovak memory institutions in their own histories and in the comparison of the
latter led to, among others, the organization of a separate section known as Pamét'ové instituce a spolecnost ve 20. stoleti
(Memory Institutions and Society in the 20th Century) within the 11th Congress of Czech Historians in Olomouc in 2017.
The event was endorsed by the director general of the National Museum in Bratislava, Branislav Panis, and the director of
the Historical Museum of the Czech National Museum, Marek Junek. Museum and university staff , both Czech and Slovak,
presented there partial topics concerning the history of various museums. Several papers concerning the National Museums in
Prague and Bratislava have been translated to text and are included in this issue of Acta Musei Nationalis Pragae — Historia.
They are supplemented by another study, which was prepared for the Congress of Czech Historians but was not presented to the
professional public at this forum. The thematic variance of the papers in hand is wide and partially covers all aforementioned
areas of research on the topic.

There is no doubt that much has been done in the field of museum history in the last few years, yet for many topics, the
process of elaboration has only just begun.
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