Therearetwolevelstraceableinthethesis:Thefirst,moregen-
eralone,aimstobeacontributiontothequestionofdefinitionof
art.Thethesisdealswithtwooppositionalapproachestothis
qguestion.Oneofthemisthetheoryofautonomyofart,especially
asitwasintroducedbyKant,theotheristhesocalledinstitu-
tionaltheoryofart,basedinthesociologicalaesthetics.Thethe-
sisconcentratesparticularlyontheargumentsagainsttheKantian
theoryofautonomyshowingitsdisadvantagesandalsotriestode-
fendtherelevanceoftheinstitutionaltheoryasapossiblesolu-
tiontothequestionofdefinitionofart.
Thesecond,moreparticularlevel,followsandcomparestwocon-
ceptions—-JanMukafovsky’saestheticsandfeministapproaches
toaesthetics.Ifocusespeciallyontheirattitudetothetheoryof
autonomy,onthewaytheydealwiththeircommoninterest—the
extra-artvalues,andonthewaytheycopewiththedifficulties
weareledtowhenthetheoryofautonomyisrejected.Thiscomp
arisonprovidesanopportunitytoshowinterestingaswellas
problematicpartsofbothapproachesandtheirrelevanceinaes-
thetics.



