RECENZE

RESUME

Druhé, upravené vydani
Z¥iicenin hrada, tvrzi a zamku
v jiznich Cechach

DURDIK, Tomas; SUSICKY, Viktor. Zficeniny
hradti, tvrzi a zdmkd. Jizni Cechy. Druhé, rozsi-
fené vydani. Praha: Agentura Pankrac, s. r. 0.,
2019. ISBN 978-80-86781-38-9.

Po nejstarSim dilu se stfedoceskymi Sle-
chtickymi sidly, ktery stal na zacatku pétidilné
knizni fady Zriceniny hradu, tvrzi a zamkau, je
dalSim svazkem, vydanym v reedici, dil vénova-
ny regionu jiznich Cech. Poprvé byl publikovan
v roce 2002, jeho druhé vydani vyslo pak v na-
kladatelstvi Agentura Pankrac koncem roku
2019. Kniha byla pri této prilezitosti revidovana
a doplnéna. Vzhledem k tomu, Ze vyznamny
Cesky kastelolog Tomas Durdik, hlavni autor
publikace, zemfel jiz v roce 2012, Gpravy jsou
dilem druhého ¢lena puvodnino autorského
tandemu, Viktora Susického. Jen pred nékoli-
ka lety dokoncena knizni série se tak nyni diky
reedici delsi dobu nedostupného svazku stava
znovu kompletni a vedle jednotlivych dild je na-
bizena také v podobé pétidilného kompletu.

Geograficky zabér recenzované publikace za-
hrnuje Gzemi dnesniho Jihoceského kraje s pfi-
pojenym okresem Pelhfimov. Nové, revidované
vydani obsahuje dva typy zmén. Témi prvnimi je
aktualizace sidel, jejichz podoba se béhem uply-
nulych dvou desetileti dockala vyraznéjsich pro-
mén. Tim se mysli jednak vliv nedavnych de-
strukci zdiva, coZ je pripad tvrze ve Lhotici
nedaleko Zelivu, & zejména zamecku Tamav
vrch na Jindfichohradecku, kde dosSlo k sesuvu
celého narozniho torza. Zdokumentovany jsou
vSak téz pripady zlepSeni stavebniho stavu, ja-
ko napf. u PofeSina v Novohradskych horach
nebo u bergfritové véZe tvrze Ticha nedaleko
hranice s Rakouskem ve stejném regionu. Dru-
hym typem zmén je doplnéni predchoziho vybé-
ru zficenin o dalsi ¢tvefici lokalit, které prvni
vydani neobsahovalo. Jde o tvrze Breznice
u Bechyné, Cestice, Mladé&jovice a Proseé.

Stejné jako u ostatnich dil( spociva hlavni
pfinos této publikace v dokumentacni funkci.
Jak naznacuje jiz predchozi odstavec, kvalitni
fotografie Viktora SuSického zachycuji aktuaini
stav vybranych zficenin. Vzhledem k rtdznym
proménam dochované stavebni hmoty jednotli-
vych objekt(l, zejména v pfipadé téch v havarij-
nim stavu, u nichz mdzZe dojit k vyznamnéjsi
destrukci dochovanych zbytk( zdiva, se tedy
mUZe jednat o velmi cenny material. Fotografie
zachycuji jak celkovou podobu nékdejsich sidel,
nakolik to samozrejmé dovoluje terénni situa-
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ce, tak pripadné téz zajimavé stavebni detaily
typu stiilen, okennich otvor(, bast ¢i kapes pro
uloZeni tramd. Obrazovy material v nékterych
pfipadech zahrnuje téZ ptdorysy nebo nakresy
hmotovych rekonstrukei. Textova ¢ast jednotli-
vych hesel je feSena Gsporné a obsahuje jen
zakladni informace k historii kazdého objektu
a k jeho popisu. Na to ostatné jiz v Gvodu
k prvnimu vydani upozornil sam Durdik a pro
véjsich encyklopedickych dél k tématu Slech-
tickych sidel (l/lustrovana encyklopedie ces-
kych hradd s Dodatky 1-4% a Encyklopedie
ceskych tvrziz). Naznacené koncepci odpovida
rovnéz pro celou edici typické uvedeni literatu-
ry v souhrnné podobé na konci publikace, kde
Ize tedy dohledat pripadné dalSi zdroje k po-
jednavanym lokalitam. Pro pfipadné zahrani¢ni
Gtenare jsou na stranach 193-218 texty otis-
tény v anglickém prekladu.

Mgr. Lukas M. VYTLAGIL
NPU, Generalni feditelstvi v Praze
vytlacil.lukas@npu.cz
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The Faculty of Horticulture of Mendel University
Instrumentalization of conservation in the Czech
lands in the second half of the 1940s and 1950s
Kristina UHLIKOVA; Michal SKLENAR

State heritage property care in Czechoslovakia
after the Second World War was confronted with
tasks that were incomparably more complex and
demanding than in the previous period, with
the accompanying tensions and paradoxes.

The transfer of most heritage properties from private
to state ownership offered a previously unimaginable
opportunity to significantly influence their
maintenance and use. At the same time, however,
conservationists have had to look on, virtually
helplessly, at the devastation of many other valuable
heritage properties, even at the targeted and
widespread devastation in the case of the border
zone or the North Bohemian brown coal basin.

The role of the state changed dramatically, not only
in terms of ownership relations, but also in terms of
the demands placed on the preservation of cultural
heritage, its presentation, and the creation of new
types of heritage properties.

The term “instrumentalization” can be used
to describe the most important processes that
determined the approach to cultural heritage in
the Czechoslovak Republic in the late 1940s and
during the 1950s. The structure of heritage property
care, the mechanisms of its daily operation,
and the practical performance of heritage property
protection, as well as the buildings themselves, were
to serve as part of a broad-spectrum indoctrination
of the population. Although the ideological narratives
of communist totalitarian rule, which used heritage
care and individual heritage properties as
instruments to promote a hegemonic conception
of culture, appeared after February 1948, their
unequivocal assertion is, somewhat paradoxically,
linked to the late 1950s and 1960s. It was only after
the law was passed, with conservation being more
firmly established within the state structures and
consolidated internally, that the instrumentalization
of conservation and listed buildings had the desired
effect. The statism and the propagation of the idea
of state-guaranteed care of cultural heritage was,
in fact, continuously linked to the period of the so-
-called Protectorate of Bohemia and Moravia and
enjoyed considerable public support.

During the highly chaotic 1950s, the practical
difficulties of operating a structure that was
significantly understaffed and underfunded, while
at the same time having to effectively manage a very
large property with specific maintenance
requirements, prevailed in the heritage care
environment. The instrumentalization and demands
of the state are clearly evident in the categorization
of heritage properties, the reductive approach to





