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Pfi pfipravé materiall na tyto vzpo-
minky jsem si s opravdovou chuti
»Zalistoval“ v paméti. Rozpominal
jsem se, kdy jsem vlastné poprvé
Stranského, kterého osud vzhledem
k jeho ,,burZoaznimu puvodu“ nijak
nesetfil, tuto nasi i svétovou muzeo-
grafickou a muzeologickou veli¢inu,
a vlastné nejen muzeologickou, ny-
brz obecné kulturni veli¢inu osobné
poznal; z odborné literatury jsem
samoziejmé jiz o ném leccos védél.

Bylo to v roce 1962, kdy byl Stran-
sky s pomoci muzejniho architekta
Viléma Hanka pfijat do Moravského
muzea. Jiz od ledna 1963 tam zacal
budovat muzeologické oddélen{ jako
stfedisko metodiky muzejni prace

a soucasné€ inicioval zfizen{ exter-
ni katedry muzeologie na tehdejsi
UJEP v Brné. Realizaci tohoto pro-
jektu zastitil svym jménem tehdejsi
feditel Moravského muzea profesor
Jan Jelinek. Extern{ katedra muze-
ologie byla na UJEP zfizena uzavfe-
nim dohody mezi tehdej$im rekto-
rem UJEP profesorem Theodorem
Martincem a generalnim feditelem
UNESCO Frederico Mayorem v lis-
topadu 1994; od roku 1996 zacala
skute¢né pracovat. Jejim vedenim
byl povéren tehdy jiz ve svété re-
nomovany muzeologicky ¢initel,
ptivodné ekonomicky naméstek fe-
ditele Archeologického tistavu CSAV
v Brné JUDr. Vino$ Sofka.

Tehdy vsak vstoupila do hry jesté
dalsi instituce: Katedra UNESCO
pro muzeologii a svétové dédictvi —
UNESCO Chair of Museology and
World Heritage. Podnét k zaloZeni
tohoto zvlastniho pracovisté pod za-
Stitou UNESCO dal praveé predstavi-

tel Komise pro muzeologii ICOFOM
JUDr. Vinos Sofka spolu s docentem
Zbynikem Z. Stranskym.

Jen struc¢né chci uvést pocetné
zasluhy Stranského o rozvoj nasi

i svétové muzeologie: ziizenf ce-
lostatnich kurzd muzejnich kon-
zervatoru (které Stransky sam

vedl pres 20 let), realizace prvého
muzeologického symposia roku
1965, na némz zduvodnil potiebu
vysokoskolské muzeologické vyuky
a vymezil metateoreticky pfistup

k muzeologii jako védniho oboru,
zalozeni sborniku Muzeologické
seSity roku 1968, realizace mezi-
nérodni konference o muzeologii
roku 1969 (na niZ prezentoval sviij
systém muzeologie jako védniho
oboru) atd. Zvlasté pak musim zmi-
nit projekt tzv. postgraduédlniho
studia muzeologie, schvaleny ces-
kym Ministerstvem Skolstvi, jehoZ
prvni béh probéhl roku 1965. Toto
studium absolvovalo do poc¢atku 90.
let vice neZ 380 posluchaéti z Ces-
koslovenska.

Po realizaci vystavy ,,Cesta muzei*,
ktera prezentovala v 70. letech

20. stoleti historickou tlohu mu-
zeologie, byl Stransky oznacen za
»kosmopolitu“ a bylo navrZeno jeho
okamzité propusténi. Nakonec byl
»pripustén k praci“, ale externf ka-
tedra muzeologie byla roku 1978
zaclenéna do rdmce katedry prehis-
torie/archeologie tehdejsi FF UJEP,
vedené tenkrat docentem Radko

M. Pernic¢kou; katedra prehistorie/
archeologie a muzeologie existovala
v letech 1978-1986 (navazal na ni
Ustav archeologie a muzeologie FF
MU - UAM FF MU, zi{zeny na pod-

nét profesora Vladimira Podborské-
ho roku 1994).

Stranského koncepce muzeologie
byla pozitivné pfijiména v fadé
zemi (NDR, Jugoslavie, Rakousko,
Holandsko, Skandinéavie). To vyvo-
lalo pozornost nejen v ramci ICOM,
ale primo v UNESCO, na jehoz
podnét Stransky vypracoval v roce
1983 projekt Mezinarodni letni sko-
ly muzeologie, ktera zahdjila ¢in-
nost v roce 1986.

Po roce 1989 byl Strénsky rehabili-
tovan a povéren vedenim samostat-
né katedry muzeologie na FF MU

a rovnéz vedenim a profesurou
International Summer School of
Museology, ktera byla situovéna

na Rektoraté MU v Brné€. Stal se
¢lenem ICOM, mistoptfedsedou ICO-
FOM, ptredsedou Muzeologické spo-
le¢nosti, predsedou Zvdzu mizei na
Slovensku a Cestnym ¢lenem Union
of Museologists.

V roce 1993 se mi podafilo PhDr.
Zbyiika Z. Strdnského habilitovat
(se souhlasem Védecké rady FF MU
bez védecké hodnosti CSc.) a jme-
novat ho docentem muzeologie.

V rdmci tehdy jesté ne zcela kon-
solidovanych pomért to kupodivu
proslo. Tak se stalo, ze Stransky je
do dneska jedinym u nés habilito-
vanym docentem muzeologie, a ne-
chybélo mnoho, aby se stal i jejim
profesorem.

Pfi habilitaci PhDr. Zbynka

Z. Stranského jsem vychazel

z pevného presvédceni, kterého

se pridrzuji dosud, Ze muzeologie
ma byt povazovdna na samostatny
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védni obor, jak je tomu ve vétsiné
zemi svéta. Podavali jsme spolu se
Stranskym v tomto smyslu néko-
lik navrht, doplnénych ¢etnymi
faktografickymi doklady, ceskému
Ministerstvu $kolstvi, ale vZdycky
se naSel nékdo, nebo nékteri, ktefi
tyto navrhy odmitali; snad z nevé-
domosti, snad z mylné predstavy
o muzeich jako odkladisti starého
nepotiebného harampad;...

Tak se stalo, Ze Ceska republika je
jednou z velmi méla zemi, kde mu-
zeologie nenf stale uzndvéna za sa-
mostatny védni obor. Pfitom je zna-
mo, Ze na svété jsou tisice muzei,
samoziejmé ruzného druhu a rizné
kvality: od seriéznich Gstavi az

po ,panoptikalni“ zatizeni jako je
napf. ,,Muzeum voskovych figurin
Madame Tussaud“ se sidlem v Lon-
dyné a s mnoha poboc¢kami od Hon-
gkongu pres Las Vegas, New York az
po Videri, nebo muzea jednotlivych
osobnosti (samoziejmé opét rtizné
kvality), jako napt. ,,Muzeum Prin-
cezny Diany Spencer” v Londyné,
nebo ,Muzeum Waldemara Matus-
ky“ v Jaroméfi-Josefové apod.

A pfi té spousté muzei, tentokrat
mam na mysli jen seriézni Gstavy,
je naprosto nezbytné, aby se muzea
fidila jednotnymi zadsadami a prin-
cipy, zejména pokud pracuji s elek-
tronickou evidenci, dokumentaci

a hodnocenim sbirek.

Seriézni muzejni dstavy maji funkce
vnitini a vnéjsi.

Vnitini funkce spocivaji ve vybéru
muzejnich pfedmétt (funkce heuri-
stickd), nebot ne kazdy predmét je
,hoden“ zachovani pro budoucnost;
dale jde o zptisob uloZeni, evidence
a dokumentace pfedmétd, jejich
laboratorni oSetfeni, pfipadnou re-
stauraci apod.

Vnéjsi funkce spociva predevsim
v jejich lidovychovném ptisobend,
v jejich takfecené ,extramurarni“
funkci.

Nyni se vratim k osobnosti docenta
Stranského.

Strénsky byl nepochybné svym fi-
lozofickym a politickym zaloZzenim
antikomunista. Ale v dobach komu-
nistického rezimu se snazil s timto
reZimem néjak vychézet, aby mohl
pracovat. Také védél, ze komuni-
sticka politika vybranych a tudiz
podporovanych obort (véetné mu-
zeologie) mé i oproti ,,svobodnym®,
predevsim zdpadnim zemim, kde se
jednotlivé védni obory museji ne-
jednou tvrdé prosazovat, své vyho-
dy. V tomto smyslu se dal nékolikrat
dost hlasité slySet i na féru Filozo-
fické fakulty. Nebylo tudiz divu, Ze
ho mnozi ¢lenové Védecké rady FF
povazovali div ne za komunistu,

a dali mu to také pocitit pri hlaso-
vani o jeho jmenovani profesorem,
které jsem vyvolal, tentokrat ne
muzeologie - to by viibec neproslo -
nybrz na navrh Mons. Prof. PhDr.
Petra Pithy, CSc., Dr.h.c. — kulturo-
logie. KdyZ jsem za to na Védecké
radé FF loboval, Védecka rada to
jednomyslné odmitla. I mtj nejlepsi
ptitel, profesor Rudolf Pe¢man, kte-
ry mi nikdy nic neodmitl, prohlésil,
Ze Stranskému musi stacit docentu-
ra...

Stréanského se vSak zastal profesor
Pitha, v letech 1992-1994 ministr
skolstvi ve vladé CR Vaclava Klau-
se, ktery si byl védomy Stranského
hlubokého humanitniho vzdélani

a zaloZeni, a ndvrh na jmenovani
Stréanského profesorem doporucil
Védecké radé MU prece jen predlo-
Zit.

A tak jsem mél povinnost v roce
1992 Stranského Védecké radé MU
predstavit a doporucit pozornosti
¢lent rady jeho inauguraéni pted-
néasku. Nenapadlo mne upozornit
predem Stranského, aby hovoftil
lidsky srozumitelnou feci, a nepou-
zil svijj oblibeny ,metajazyk*. A to
se stalo Stranskému osudnym!

V domnéni, Ze ¢leny rady oslni,
spustil kandidat zostra a sebevédo-

mé prednasku pravé v ,metajazyce”.
To ovSem na Cleny rady, jmenovité
na lékare, prirodovédce, a kone¢né
ani na filozofy nezaptsobilo, na-
opak. Sebevédomé chovani Stran-
ského je naopak spise popudilo.
Hlasovani vyznélo pro kandidata
jednoznac¢né negativné.

Tehdejsi rektor MU profesor Eduard
Schmidt mné potom ostie vytknul,
Ze jsem nemél o Stranského pro-
fesufe viibec uvazovat, Ze jsem ho
nemél pred Védeckou radu MU pus-
tit, Ze jsem zavinil poskozeni dobré
povésti nejen Védecké rady FF,
nybrz celé univerzity atd. Ja jsem
se samoziejmé branil: ukazal jsem
panu rektorovi Sest jednoznacné
doporucéujicich dopisti jmenovani
Stranského profesorem od prednich
zahrani¢nich profesort a dalsi vy-
soce pochvalné dokumenty o jeho
mezinarodni muzeologické a obecné
kulturologické proslulosti. Otazal
jsem se pana rektora, zda jsem mél
tyto dokumenty ignorovat? Na to
pan rektor jen nerozhodné pokréil
rameny.

Bud jak bud, Stransky se profeso-
rem nestal. Velmi se ho to dotklo;
myslim si, Ze to az do konce Zivota
,Jheskousnul®,

Dnes je tedy pan docent Stransky jiz
,na pravdé bozi“ (,,jak fikajf ateis-
té“...). Prosel cestou, kterou jednou
projdeme vSichni.

Jak je tomu vlastné s posmrtnym
Zivotem v pojeti véricich a v pojeti
ateist?

Z zivych 1idi to nikdo nevi, z mrt-
vych se nikdo na svét nevratil, ani
se neozval.

Nabozni lidé véri v posmrtny raj Je-
7iSe Krista, ateisté nevéri v nic, ale
ti i oni ve skute¢nosti nemaji o tom,
co je po smrti, ani tuseni.

Ale i ateista se vzpira uvérit, ze
zemfeli se ztraceji kdesi v bezedné
»cerné dife“ Vesmiru, Ze po smrti
nastava pro ¢lovéka nekonecné, ne-
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védomé nic. J& sdm si to uvédomuji
témér denné, kdyz v rdmci pfipra-
vovanych ,,Déjin moravské archeo-
logie* vzpomindm na plejadu svych
mrtvych ptatel, kolegt, ba i svych
zakt! Jako bych si s nimi pfi téchto
vzpominkach povidal, zdrdham se
uvéfit, Ze se s nimi jiz nikdy nese-
tkam...

A jak bych mél zakondit tyto moje
vzpominky na pana docenta Stran-
ského?

Nejspis asi tak, ze bych mu poptal,
aby tam né€kde v nadpozemské sfé-
fe mohl do nekone¢na svobodné

a v klidu a pohodé spradat a rozvi-
jet své, tiebas i ty ,,metamuzeolo-

gické“ teorie...

VLADIMIR PODBORSKY

Masarykova univerzita, Filozoficka
fakulta, Ustav archeologie a muzeologie
(emeritni profesor), Brno

Ceska republika

MY MEMORIES

OF DOCENT PHDR. ZBYNEK
Z. STRANSKY

(26. 10. 1926-21. 1. 2016)

During preparation of materials for
this article I “browsed” through my
memories with real zest. I tried to
recall when it was that [ met Stran-
sky, whose fate was quite harsh
because of his bourgeois descent,
but who in our country and world-
wide ranked among top figures in
museography and museology, and
in fact not only in museology but in
culture at all; of course, I already
knew a lot about him from profes-
sional literature.

It was in 1962 that Stransky was
admitted to the Moravian Museum
with the help of the museum ar-
chitect Vilém Hank. Since January
1963 he already began to build up

there a museological department

as a methodical centre of museum
work, and incited at the same time
the establishment of an external
Chair of Museology at the then Uni-
versity of Jan Evangelista Purkyné
(UJEP) in Brno. This project was
realised under the auspices of the
then Director of the Moravian Mu-
seum, Professor Jan Jelinek. The
external Chair of Museology was es-
tablished at UJEP by an agreement
between the then Rector UJEP, Pro-
fessor Theodor Martinec, and Direc-
tor-General of UNESCO, Federico
Mayor, in November 1994; since
1996 it actually began to operate.
The Chair Holder became JUDr.
Vinos Sofka, at that time already

a world-recognised museological
authority, originally the Economic
Assistant Manager at the Institute
of Archaeology, Czechoslovak Aca-
demy of Sciences in Brno.

At that time, however, another
institution also appeared on the
scene: the UNESCO Chair of Mu-
seology and World Heritage. This
specialised department under the
auspices of UNESCO was founded
at the instigation of JUDr. Vino§
Sofka, representative of the Inter-
national Committee for Museology
(ICOFOM), and Docent Zbynék Z.
Strénsky.

I would like to mention only in
brief the numerous contributions by
Strénsky to the development of mu-
seology in our country and world-
wide: establishment of nationwide
courses for museum conservators
(which Stransky himself taught
more than 20 years), realisation of
the first museological symposium
in 1965, where he accentuated the
need for museological education

at universities and defined the me-
ta-theoretical approach to museolo-
gy as a scholarly discipline, found-
ing of the almanac Muzeologické
seSity in 1968, organisation of an
international conference on museol-
ogy in 1969 (where he presented his
system of museology as a scholarly

discipline), etc. Particularly impor-
tant was the project of so-called
postgraduate museology studies,
approved by the Czech Ministry of
Education. The first run of studies
has taken place in 1965. Until the
beginning of the 1990s, these stu-
dies were completed by more than
380 learners from Czechoslovakia.

After realisation of an exhibition ti-
tled “The Way of Museums”, which
in the 1970s presented the histor-
ical role of museology, Stransky
was labelled a “cosmopolitan” and
the proposal for his dismissal came
immediately thereafter. At the end
he was “allowed to work”, but the
external Chair of Museology was
embodied in 1978 into the Chair of
Prehistory/Archaeology at the then
Faculty of Arts UJEP, at that time
headed by Docent Radko M. Pernic-
ka; the Chair of Prehistory/Archae-
ology and Museology existed in the
years 1978-1986 (it was followed
up by the Department of Archaeol-
ogy and Museology, Faculty of Arts,
Masaryk University - UAM FF MU,
established at the instigation of Pro-
fessor Vladimir Podborsky in 1994).
Stransky’s concept of museology
was received positively in many
countries (GDR, Yugoslavia, Austria,
Netherlands, Scandinavia). These
events awakened attention not only
within ICOM, but directly in UN-
ESCO, at the instigation of which
Stransky elaborated in 1983 a pro-
ject of the International Summer
School of Museology, which started
in 1986.

After 1989, Stransky was rehabili-
tated and appointed the head of an
independent Chair of Museology at
the Faculty of Arts, Masaryk Uni-
versity, as well as the head and pro-
fessor in the International Summer
School of Museology, which was
located in the Rector’s Office of the
Masaryk University in Brno. He be-
came member of ICOM, Vice-chair-
man of ICOFOM, Chairman of the
Museological Society, Chairman of
the Union of Slovak Museums, and
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honorary member of the Union of
Museologists. In 1993 I managed to
habilitate PhDr. Zbynék Z. Stran-
sky (by the approval of the Scien-
tific Board of the Faculty of Arts,
Masaryk University, without the
academic degree CSc.) and appoint
him a Docent (Senior Lecturer) in
Museology. The situation at that
time was not yet entirely consoli-
dated so that this action surprising-
ly did not encounter any obstacles.
So it happened that Stransky is un-
til today the only habilitated docent
in museology in the Czech Republic
and he was even close to become

a professor.

In habilitation of PhDr. Zbynék

Z. Stransky I based myself on the
strong confidence, which I still have
today, that museology should be
considered an independent schol-
arly discipline, as it is in the most
countries of the world. We submit-
ted with Strénsky in this regard
several proposals, supplemented
with abundant factual evidence, to
the Czech Ministry of Education,
but there was always somebody
who rejected these proposals; may-
be for ignorance, maybe for the
misapprehension that museums are
only dumps of old useless junk...

So it happened that the Czech Re-
public is one of the very few coun-
tries where museology is not yet
recognised as an independent schol-
arly discipline. We know that in the
world there are thousands of muse-
ums, of course of various types and
different quality: from respectable
institutions to “panoptical” ameni-
ties, such as, for example, the “Mad-
am Tussaud’s Wax Museum” based
in London, with many branches
from Hong Kong over Las Vegas,
New York to as far as Vienna, or
museums dedicated to individual
personalities (of course of varied
quality again), such as, for example,
the “Princess Diana Museum” in
London or the “Waldemar Matuska
Museum” in Jaromér-Josefov, etc.

And with these numbers of muse-
ums, this time I mean the respect-
able institutions, it is absolutely
inevitable that the museums abide
by unified rules and principles,
mainly if they work with electronic
records, documentation and evalua-
tion of collections.

Respectable museum institutions
have internal and external func-
tions.

Internal functions comprise the se-
lection of museum items (heuristic
function), because not every object
is “worth” to be kept for the future,
then the way of storage, recording
and documentation of objects, their
laboratory treatment, possible resto-
ration, etc.

External function of museums
mainly consists in their educational
activities, in their so-called “extra-
mural” impact.

Now I will return to the personality
of Docent Stransky.

Stréansky with his philosophical and
political orientation was undoubt-
edly anticommunist. But at the time
of communism he tried to get on
somehow with this regime in order
to avoid any problems at work. He
also knew that the communist pol-
icy of selected and supported dis-
ciplines (including museology) has
its advantages, even in comparison
with “free”, above all western coun-
tries, where individual scientific
disciplines often have to struggle
hard for their existence. In this
sense he also made himself heard
several times quite loud in the fo-
rum of the Faculty of Arts. There-
fore it was in no way surprising
that many members of the Scientific
Board of the Faculty of Arts consid-
ered him almost communist and let
him feel it in the vote of appointing
him professor, which I called out;
this time it was not museology - it
would certainly not come off - but
culturology, on the proposal of

Mons. Prof. PhDr. Petr Pitha, CSc.,
Dr. h. c. When I lobbed for it in the
Scientific Board of the Faculty of
Arts, the Scientific Board rejected it
unanimously. Even my best friend,
Professor Rudolf Pe¢man, who nev-
er refused to do something for me,
declared that Stransky must be sa-
tisfied with senior lectureship...

Stransky, however, was advocated
by Professor Pitha, Minister of Ed-
ucation in the Czech government
of Vaclav Klaus, who was aware of
Stransky’s profound humanist edu-
cation and disposition, and recom-
mended to submit the proposal for
appointing Stransky a professor to
the Scientific Board of the Masaryk
University. So I was obliged to in-
troduce Stransky to the Scientific
Board MU in 1992 and recommend
his inaugural lecture to the atten-
tion of board members. It did not
occur to me to tell Stransky in ad-
vance that he should better speak
a human-friendly language instead
of his favourite “meta-language”.
And this proved fatal to Stransky!

Assuming that he will dazzle the
board members, the candidate
began to speak resolutely and
self-confidently just in the “me-
ta-language”. However, the board
members, namely doctors of med-
icine, natural scientists and phi-
losophers, were not impressed by
the speech. On the contrary. The
self-confident behaviour of Stran-
sky rather irritated them. The vote
turned out definitely negatively for
the candidate.

The then Rector of the Masaryk
University, Professor Eduard
Schmidt, reproached me then sharp-
ly that I should not have even con-
sidered the professorship of Stran-
sky, that I should not have allowed
him to appear before the Scientific
Board of the Masaryk University,
that I caused damage to the good
reputation of not only the Scientific
Board of the Faculty of Arts but of
the whole university, etc. I naturally



defended myself: I showed to the
Rector six clearly positive recom-
mendation letters from prominent
foreign professors who recommend-
ed to appoint Stransky a professor,
and another highly laudatory doc-
uments on his international muse-
ological and general culturological
renown. I asked the Rector whether
I should have ignored these docu-
ments. The Rector in response only
indecisively shrugged his shoulders.

Be that as it may, Stransky did not
became professor. He was quite
aggrieved; I think that he did not
reconcile himself to it until the very
end of his life.

So, Docent Stransky has already
“gone West” (“as atheists say...”). He
went a way which all of us will go
one day.

How actually is the concept of after-
life in believers and in atheists?

The living people do not know and
the dead did neither return to this
world nor let us know.

Religious people believe in Paradise
of Jesus Christ, atheists believe in
nothing, but both of them have in
fact no idea of what happens after
the dead.

However, atheists also refuse to
believe that the deceased would
disappear somewhere in a bottom-
less “black hole” of the Universe,
that after the death comes only an
endless and unconscious nothing.

I myself become conscious of it
almost every day when I am work-
ing on the “History of Moravian
Archaeology” and I remember the
numbers of my friends, colleagues
or even pupils! who already passed
away. As if I would talk with them
in these memories, I am loath to
believe that I will never meet them
again...

And how should I finish these me-
mories of Docent Stransky?

Most probably I would wish him
freedom and piece somewhere out
there in the superterrestrial sphere,
so that he can for ever and ever
think up and develop his theories,
maybe also those of “meta-museo-

logy”...

VLADIMIR PODBORSKY

Masaryk University, Faculty of Arts,
Department of Archaeology and Muse-
ology (Professor Emeritus), Brno
Czech Republic



