DISKUSE A ROZEPRE [ 87 ]

~ Ve

INTERNET A HISTORICKE VEDENI

De¢jepisectvi se nachazi ve zvlastni rozpolcené situaci. Na jedné strané iggersov-
skd postmoderni vyzva zpochybnila ¢ zproblematizovala nékteré oborové jistoty,
jako naptiklad pfimocary vztah mezi socidlni realitou a jeji textovou reprezentaci
& védeckou autoritu jako takovou, na strané druhé $irsi vefejnost historiografii
stdle povazuje za socidlni védu s pravdivostnim ndrokem a od jejich ptedstavi-
teld chce stile slyset, ,jak to vlastné bylo“.! Ziroven vsak v poslednich letech
doslo k urcité demokratizaci ,,déldni historie“ v podobé nejriznéjsich lokalnich,
skolnich ¢ komunitnich historickych projekti, sbéru vzpominek ¢i obecné stu-
dia paméti. Pamétovd studia byvaji svou pluralitou nékdy dokonce stavéna do
protikladu k autoritativni akademické historii (a zapomind se pfitom na snahy ¢
strategie o dominovéni paméti nebo manipulaci s ni). Do vytvifeni a sdileni his-
torie se v kazdém pfipadé zapojuje stile vétsi pocet osob mimo okruh téch, které
prosly skolenim v této &innosti.

Schopnost ,,produkovat déjiny“ (a nikoli jen rodinné vzpominky) byla dfive
do zna¢né miry vizdna na ti§ténd média a pfistup k nim zase na urcitd kvalita-
tivni & kvalifikaéni kritéria (napfiklad vzdéldni nebo odborné posouzeni textu).
Nistup internetu znamenal v tomto ohledu vyrazny predél. Nejde pfitom pouze
o otevieni publika¢nich mozZnosti vétsimu poctu osob. Podobné jako tomu bylo
u knihtisku,? méni funkce internetu, zejména hypertextualita a strojovéd kontex-
tualizace, ale i nové médium samo o sobé povahu samotného textu, jeho recepci
a v kone¢ném dusledku i povahu poznévini. Spolecenské, politické, resp. obec-
né mocenské zdjmy se v digitilnim svété neprosazuji méné, nybrz jinak, vliv na

1 O autoritativnim postaveni historiki a histori¢ek ve vefejném prostoru psali na strankach tohoto
casopisu PAVEL BALOUN, JAN GRUBER, JAN MARES, VIT STROBACH, O wyuce historie
za kapitalismu a o mluvicich hlavdch, D&jiny — Teorie — Kritika 9/2012, 5. 121-144, zde s. 131-133.

2 Jedna ze zdkladnich charakteristik tisténého (knizniho) textu, totiz jeho fixnost/stabilita, kterd
urcovala fad recepce informaci, je pfitom v posledni dobé zpochybriovina odkazy na tzv. extenziv-
ni, tedy nesouvislou a punktudlni ¢etbu — srov. Peter BURKE, Spolecnost a védéni. Od Gutenbegra
k Diderotovi, Praha 2007,s. 201-207. K tomu, Ze informaéni neménnost nemusela byt pro uZivatele
knihtisku v jeho pocitcich hlavni vyhodou, srov. Adrian JONES, Tbe Nature of the Book. Print and
Knowledge in the Making, Chicago-London 2000, s. 1-57.
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interpretaci informaci maji ale pfimo i techniky jejich zpracovéni a zpfistupiio-
véni. Proto jsme se vztahu internetu a déjepisectvi rozhodli vénovat v nasem ¢a-
sopisu tento diskusni blok.

Prispévky Viclava Smycky, Maren Lorenzové a Tomase Dvofika spojuje
v obecné roviné pravé otizka po tom, jak internetové prostfedi proménuje his-
torické poznani. Autorka a autofi vychdzeji z rozvoje digitalni komunikace jako
z faktu. Byt s nim déjepisectvi, jak pise Tomds Dvorik, zpocatku pili§ nedrze-
lo krok, shoduji se v§ichni v tom, Ze na akademické pidé ani ve vefejnosti nelze
zpusoby vyhleddvani informaci v podobé ,googlovani“ nebo pouzivini Wikipe-
die ignorovat. Ponékud odlisné jsou jejich ndzory na to, jak k témto zdrojim
pfistupovat — zatimco Tomd§ Dvofak navrhuje zapojit wikipedickou tvorbu
historického faktu do vyuky, Maren Lorenzové od uzivani této online encyklo-
pedie (zejména studenty bez pedagogického vedeni) spiSe odrazuje s poukazem
na pouze zddnlivou informacni stabilitu a problematickou kvalitu Wikipedie.
Viclav Smycka oproti tomu moznd ponékud piekvapivé pise o jisté interpretalni
ti. Otdzkou samoziejmé zustdvi, jak se onen neproblematicky stfed Wikipedie
ustavuje a v jakém je vztahu s interpretaénim mainstreamem toho kterého (ni-
rodniho) d&jepisectvi. Rozdilné jsou i kontexty, do kterych jednotlivé jazykové
verze Wikipedie ,strojové“ zasazuji urcité téma — zatimco v Ceské verzi se né-
mecké obyvatelstvo Ceskych zemi vyraznéji objevuje az v souvislosti s udélost-
mi 20. stoleti, v némecké verzi odkazuje text o sudetskych Némcich na ¢ldnek
o podstatné del§ich déjindch némecké populace. Podle Smycky se ,teprve pod-
fizenim se urité ekonomii, pravidlim, konvencim a Zinrim média (...) zakldda
moznost byt reprezentovin®.

Vedle informacni nestdlosti, resp. nejasného autorstvi a autorské odpovéd-
nosti (a z nich vyplyvajici moznosti manipulace) poukazuje zejména Tomas
Dvotdk na chybéjici ¢ zcela odliSnou materialitu internetovych zdroja. Nejde
pfitom po nasem soudu ani tak o smyslové prozitky, které md badatel ¢i bada-
telka pfi kontaktu s autentickym pramenem; o né bychom byli ostatné pfipra-
veni i v pfipadé€ edic. ,Archivni kontext v§ak mize u pisemnosti odraZet nejen
pozdgjsi zachdzeni s nimi coby s historickym pramenem (potiddani, konzerva-
ce), ale miize souviset i s jejich funkef a uzitim jakozto ,zivého textu® v ramci
dobové instituce nebo pro osobni potiebu a jako takovy je diilezity pro jejich in-
terpretaci. Zjednodusené feceno uspotdddni pisemnosti a jejich vzdjemné sou-
sedstvi v archivnich kartonech md pro historiky svou vypovidaci hodnotu, byt ta
muze byt zaloZena na logice odcizené piivodnimu uéelu pramene, podobné jako
u strojové kontextualizace ¢i pfi nediisledném ¢ mezerovitém online zpfistup-
néni. Jakdkoli vybérové digitalizace, nerespektujici strukturu stdvajicich fonda
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a sbirek, je de facto novym pofdddnim a i zde je na misté pozadavek jejiho od-
borného providéni.?

Pravé u¢inénd poznimka s citaci webu (a jiz vZité uvedenym datem posledni-
ho nahlédnuti) ilustruje dalsi, zdaleka ne posledni zménu, kterou internet pfindsi
do historické price. Na rozdil od webi tradi¢nich informacnich instituci, jako
jsou knihovny, archivy, média, ale také jiz zavedenych portdld, nevykazuji odkazy
na webové stranky nékterych jinych, pouze virtudlnich zdroja srovnatelnou sta-
bilitu. (Na nefunkéni odkazy jsme ostatné narazili i pfi redigovani tohoto bloku.)
Pomineme-1i okolnost, Ze komplikované a do zna¢né miry kryptické kombina-
ce neobvyklych znaki, uréené ke kliknuti a nikoli k pfepisu, ztrdceji u vyhradné
papirovych publikaci praktickou pouzitelnost, méni efemérnost a neovéfitelnost
dalsich webovych zdroji zazité naroky, které klademe na historické texty. Neni
to vSak ,problém* badatelt a badatelek, ktefi by si usnadnovali préci a erpali
z webovych zdroju, jako spiSe obecnd tendence, resp. tlak publikovat vice nebo
vyhradné na internetu. Méni se tedy povaha spolecenské (informacni) matérie
a historikové a historicky se vyrovndni s témito novymi archivy (vetné social-
nich sitf) nemohou dost dobfe vyhnout. Podnétem k promysleni jejich role v in-
ternetovém svété md byt i nasledujici blok.

3 Problémy s netiplnou digitalizaci se v posledni dobé dotkly i Ustavu pro studium totalitnich
rezimi, resp. Archivu bezpelnostnich slozek; srov. http://www.ceskatelevize.cz/ct24/domaci/

279161-digitalizovane-archivy-bezpecnostnich-slozek-jsou-plne-chyb/ [22.7.2014].
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THE INTERNET
AND HISTORICAL KNOWLEDGE

History Caught in the Net.
Expulsion/displacement in Wikipedia Hypertext
Viclav Smycka

'The Presentation of History in Wikipedia:
Desiring Immutability in the Midst of Endless Change

Maren Lorenz

World Wide Web and Historiography.
Risks, Challenges, and Opportunities
Tomas Dvorak

Historiography finds itself in astrangely ambivalent situation. On the one
hand, the Iggersian postmodernist challenge cast a degree of doubt on some
‘certainties’ of the field such as a clear-cut relation between social reality and
its textual presentation, or scientific authority as such. On the other hand, the
public in general still tends to see historiography as a social science aspiring
to a presentation of truths and historians are still expected to explain ‘how it
really was’. At the same time, however, recent years have witnessed a degree of
democratisation in the ‘making of history’ which takes the form of various local,
community, or school history projects, collection of testimonies, and the study of
memory in general. Due to their plurality, personal testimonies are sometimes
even contrasted with the ‘authoritarian’ academic history — while conveniently
ignoring various possibilities of transformation or even manipulation of memory.
But be it as it may, the number of people who create and share history without
a formal training in this area is on the rise.

Previously, the ability to ‘produce history’ (and not only family memories) was
largely dependent on printed media and access to these was filtered through
certain qualitative criteria or qualifications (such as education or expert review
of a text). The arrival of the internet changed the situation dramatically. It is not
only about a larger number of people being able to publish. Just like once was the
case with book print, the functions available in internet — mainly hypertextuality
and automatic contextualisation but even the new medium itself — change the
nature of the text itself, the way it is received, and even the nature of knowledge.
Social and political goals, i.e., the interests of power, are no less present in the
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digital world but they are implemented in different ways and interpretation
of information is influenced by technologies used in their processing and
popularisation. That is why in the printed issue 1/2014 we dedicate a discussion
section to the relation between internet and historiography.

In general, all of the contributions to the discussion deal with how the internet
environment changes historical knowledge. The authors take the spread of digital
communication as a fact and though historiography at first tended to lag behind,
they all agree that neither on academic ground nor in general public life, can one
ignore the fact that people find information by internet searches and the use of
sources such as Wikipedia.

'The contributors vary in their view of how one should approach these sources.
Their suggestions range from a proposal of employing wikipedic creation of
a historical fact in teaching all the way to strong criticism of use of this online
encyclopaedia (especially by unsupervised students) due to its only apparent
information stability and problematic quality. An analysis of editing of a particular
wiki entry, on the other hand, demonstrates — perhaps somewhat surprisingly
— a somewhat conservative attitude in wiki interpretation due to core users’ care
in preserving an uncontroversial character of the entries. It remains to be seen,
of course, how this unproblematic core of Wikipedia is established and how it
relates to the interpretation mainstream of various national historiographies.
One can also detect a difference in contexts where the various linguistic versions
of Wikipedia ‘automatically’locate a particular subject. For example, while in the
Czech version of an entry, the German population appears in the Czech Lands
more importantly only in the context of events of the twentieth century, in the
German version of the entry, text about Sudeten Germans refers to a much
longer history of German population of the Czech Lands.

In addition to information instability, unclear authorship, lack of writers’
responsibility (and consequent possibilities of manipulation), one could also point
to the missing or completely different material character of internet sources. In
written documents, ‘archive context’ reflects not only their later use as historical
sources (filing, cataloguing, preservation) but also their use and function as a ‘living
text’ within an institution or for personal use and this plays an important role in
their interpretation. To historians, even the way documents are filed and what
is located in neighbouring boxes can have an information value, even if perhaps
one based on a logic quite distinct from the original purpose of the source. This is
somewhat akin to automated contextualisation, unsystematic or gap-filled online
accessibility. All selective digitalisation disrespecting the structure of collections is
in fact a new organisation of the documents and a requirement of its professional
implementation is in place.
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Unlike the web sites of traditional institutions whose goal it is to provide
information — such as libraries, archives, media but also established internet
sources — the links to web sites of some other, merely virtual sources, do not
have a comparable stability. Even leaving aside the fact that the complicated and
largely cryptic combinations of unusual signs used for creating links intended
for clicking and not transcription are of very little practical use in publications
which exist only in print, the fleeting nature and lack of verifiability of other web
sources changes the hitherto generally accepted standards which used to apply to
sound historiography. Moreover, this is not just a fault’ of researches who may be
accused of taking a shortcut by relying on internet sources. It is a general tendency
and manifestation of a pressure to publish more or exclusively on internet. This
changes the very nature of social (information) materials and historians cannot
well avoid working with these new archives, including social networks.
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