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possessions had come to be situated on the other side as a result of the new border. 
This process took until 1769 to be completed. Since then, the border between Bohemia 
and Bavaria has not given cause for trouble. If one disregards the period 1938-1945, 
the border has remained unchanged up to this very day. 

T H E R E V I S E D S U R V E Y A N D T O P O G R A P H I C A L 
D E S C R I P T I O N O F B O H E M I A , 1 8 1 2 - 1 8 1 9 

Ivan Kupčík 

Since the results of the survey carried out under Joseph II. did not permit to produce 
a standardized set of maps for the entire Habsburg monarchy, in 1806 Emperor 
Franz I, acting upon a proposal made by the archduke Karl and the generál May er von 
Heldenfels, endorsed a new survey of the whole multinational empire. After the work 
had been suspended in 1809 because of the war, the project was restricted to a re-
appraisal of the results of the old survey. In Bohemia, this work comprised 35 hand-
drawn maps to a scale of 1:28 800 showing the surroundings of Prague and southern 
Bohemia. In connection with the incomplete topographical description which was 
drawn up in the period 1817-1819, these maps contain valuable topographical data on 
important parts of the Bohemian lands at the time of the Napoleonic wars and soon 
after the Congress of Vienna. 

F O R M A N D M E A N I N G : 
T H E P R E H I S T O R Y O F P R A G U E 

F O R M A L I S M A N D S T R U C T U R A L I S M 

Jaroslav Střítecký 

This article addresses the aesthetic formalism that originated in Prague as a pheno-
menon which demostrates particularly well the inclination to base the most varied ap-
proaches to life on the objectivity of form as a stabilizing element. Given a diversely 
shaded social and national mobility in the Austria of the Gründerzeit, form as an ele­
ment offering support and stability had a broader social impact there than elsewhere. 

The attempts directed at aesthetic formalism, to free the systematic from the histori­
cal, furnish evidence of this circumspection which separates it so much from the histo-
ricism of "Small German" imprint. Although the representatives of this school did not 
escape national polarization (R. Zimmermann and E. Hanslick became nationally con-
scious Germans; J. Durdík and O. Hostinský found their way into the Czech national 
camp), they maintained common intellectual and taste patterns. Hostinský - a genera-
tion younger than the founders of the school, Zimmermann and Hanslick - modified 
this pattern under the influence of evolution and Wagnerian ideas. This attempt to 
disciplině the romantic - typical for this school - led in the Czech čase to the division 
into two groups: a neo-romantic (mythical reformulation of the modern with a 


