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Diskuse / Discussion

Novou rubriku naseho ¢asopisu chceme vénovat diskusim
nad zdvaznymi tématy, kterd ovliviiuji fungovani oboru dé-
jin uméni v Cesku i jinde v Evropé. Textovy zanr diskuse se
pohybuje na pomezi mezi védeckym zpracovanim a esejem
¢i zamyslenim, avSak zlstdvd samoziejmé odborny v tom
smyslu, Ze autofi a autorky zodpovédné stoji za svymi ndzo-
ry a polemickymi argumenty, které v diskusi zazni.

Pro prvni dvojislo nové fady se podafilo ziskat mate-
ridly, které zaznély na odborném setkdni dne 25. kvétna 2010
v Praze pfi odpoledni ¢asti Valné hromady Uméleckohisto-
rické spolecnosti. Jako jeho pofadatelka jsem vyzvala nékolik
kolegti, aby prednesli své nazory na otazku Maji déjiny uméni
budoucnost? Zamérné jsem pritom oslovila takové histori-

ky uméni, od kterych jsem ocekavala rozdilné nazory, tak,
aby mohly vyvolat diskusi. Diskuse na samotném zasedani
vskutku byla ziva a presvéd(ila nas, ze ackoli jde o otdzku
zdanlivé odtazitou a abstraktni, neni v dneSnim svété plném
radikdlnich promén vitbec nesmyslna. Déjiny uméni a pfte-
devsim jeho historikové a historicky nemohou pocitat s tim,
ze jejich obor bez zpochybriovani a omezovani pretrva ve své
dosavadni podobé. Je jen na nich - je jen na nds - samych,
jakym smérem jej dokdzou vést do budoucnosti. Drobnym
dilkem k dvaham nad tim snad poslouzi nasledujici diskusni
ptispévky. Redakce se bude tésit na fundované a promyslené
formulované reakce.

Milena Bartlovd

We would like to devote a new section of our journal to
discussion of important topics influencing the functioning of
the art history discipline in the Czech Republic and elsewhere
in Europe. The genre “discussion” is situated somewhere
between scholarly research on the one hand and essays
or reflections on the other. However, it naturally remains
specialist in the sense that the authors are responsible for their
views and are ready to back up the polemical arguments that
may be expressed in the discussion.

In the first issue to use this new approach we have
been able to make use of the contributions that were made at
a meeting of experts that took place in Prague on 25 May 2010
during the afternoon session of the Annual General Meeting
of the Czech Association of Art Historians. As its organiser,
| invited several colleagues to present their views on the

100

question Does art history have a future?. | deliberately called
on art historians whom | expected to have diverging views
on the subject, so as to provoke a discussion. The discussion
at the meeting itself was indeed a lively one, and convinced
us that although the question might seem an abstract one, it
is by no means an absurd one in today‘s world, full of radical
changes as it is. Art history - and especially art historians -
cannot assume that their discipline will survive in its present
form without being called into question or restricted. It
depends on them - it depends on us - which direction it
will take in the future. The following contributions to the
discussion may perhaps help to stimulate reflection in some
small way. The editors will be grateful for well-reasoned and
thoughtfully formulated reactions.
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