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ABSTRACT

Geographies of sexualities started to develop within the Anglo-American
academic context during the late 1980s. In the 1990s, propelled by the cultural
turn, the swelling of post-structuralist and postmodern critiques, and a
growing recognition of the limitations to scientific knowledge production and
representation, geographers of sexualities introduced queer theory into human
geography. Queer theory provided human geography with powerful tools for
approaching not only straightforward spatialities of sexualities, but this new
lens contributed to the development of human geographies as such. Currently,
at least in the Anglo-Saxon geographical context, the field of geographies of
sexualities is considered part of mainstream human geography. Therefore, the
main goal of this thesis is to provide a few lines of reasoning for the
development of geographies of sexualities in Czechia and Central Eastern
Europe (CEE) and introduction of post-structuralist understandings,
specifically queer theory.

In contrast to other phenomena that may be locally exclusive or particular,
human sexualities are everyplace, albeit quite variable and dependent on the
context in which they “enter into language,” become institutionalized, and are
regulated. Geographers have been specifically insightful about the ways in
which sexualities, particularly the sexual identities and behaviors, are
geographical and how various spaces and places become sexualized. Post-
structuralist and queer geographical approaches substantiated in this thesis are
thus utilized for gaining understanding about the spatiality and contextuality
of human (sexual) subject (de)construction, which is heavily dependent on
understanding the workings of power, discourse, and meaning. The societal
(re)production, (re)construction, and deconstruction of heteronormativity as a
prominent form of constitutive power-relation, which is involved in the
regulation of human sexualities, becomes a focal point of this thesis.

By employing quantitative methodologies within a queer research project
on hard-to-survey populations, I aim to queer the normative methodological
framework and contribute to the use of quantitative methods outside of their
traditional representative uses. Both micro- and macro-scale studies were
conducted to examine and provide evidence about the spatial workings of
heteronormativity. At the micro scale, a fluidity, multiplicity and contextuality
of human sexual identity negotiation in various spaces and places will be
demonstrated with data obtained from a Czech non-heterosexual
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subpopulation. At the macro scale, inductive statistics and interpretative
analysis are utilized for understanding the economic, cultural and social
factors influencing the very fabric of distribution patterns and forms of gay
businesses and places in the EU27, Norway and Switzerland.

Keywords: geographies of sexualities, heteronormativity, queer
theory, sexuality, non-heterosexuals, Czechia, CEE, post-
structuralism, postmodernism, cultural turn, linguistic
turn.



ABSTRAKT

Geografie sexualit se zacaly vyvijet v angloamerickém akademickém prostiedi
jiz béhem 80. let 20. stoleti. V 90. letech, hndny kulturnim obratem, silici
postmoderni a post-strukturalistickou kritikou a stale zfetelnéjSim chapanim
omezenosti moznosti naseho pozndni a reprezentace, prinesly geografie
sexualit do humanni geografie queer teorii, kterd poskytla mocné nastroje
umoznujici zkoumat nejen stale zfeteln€jsi prostorovosti sexualit, ale také
poskytla novou perspektivu, jez obohatila humanni geografii jako takovou.
V soucasnosti jsou jiz geografie sexualit, alespon tedy v anglosaském
geografickém prostiedi, povazovany za soucCast mainstreamové humanni
geografie. Hlavnim cilem této disertacni prace je predstavit vybrané pfistupy,
predevs§im pak ty post-strukturalistické a queer teoretické, které mohou
pomoci, rozvinout geografie sexualit v Cesku i v dal§ich zemich stfedni ¢i
vychodni Evropy (CEE).

Na rozdil od jinych fenomént, které se mohou vyskytovat jen mistné Ci
specificky, lidské sexuality jsou vSude, i kdyZ rozmanité, regulované a zavislé
na kontextu, ve kterém ,vstoupi do jazyka,“ a zplsobu jejich
institucionalizace. Byli to pfedev§im geografové, jez osvétlili, kterymi
zplisoby jsou sexuality, predevSim pak sexualni identity a chovani
geografické, a jak se nejriiznéj$i prostory a mista stavaji sexualizovanymi.
Post-strukturalistické a queer geografické pfistupy rozvijené v této praci jsou
nasledné uzity k pochopeni prostorovosti a kontextuality (de)konstrukce
lidského (sexualniho) subjektu, procesu, ktery je znacné€ zédvisly na fungovani
moci, diskurzu a vyznamu. Spolecenska (re)produkce, (re)konstrukce, a
dekonstrukce heteronormativity, tedy piedni ustavujici formy mocenskych-
vztahil ¢innych v regulaci lidskych sexualit, je stfedem zajmu této prace.

Vramci této queer vyzkumné prace, zamétené na obtizné zkoumatelné
populace, je vyuzita kvantitativni metodologie, pficemz v oboru geografii
sexualit jsou tradi¢n¢ uzivany metodologie kvalitativni. Prace v tomto ohledu
tedy cili na rozSifeni pouzitelnosti kvantitativni metodologie i v oblasti
geografie sexualit, pfiCemz problematizuje problém reprezentativity.
Obsazeny jsou dvé empirické studie, jedna zamétena na mikro-iroven a druha
na makro-troven, ob& zkoumaji a vypovidaji o prostorové dynamice
heteronormativity. Na mikro-urovni je na zakladé dat ziskanych na vzorku
ceské ne-heterosexualni subpopulace, zkoumana a demonstrovana fluidita,
multiplicita a kontextualita vyjednavani lidskych sexualnich identit
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v nejriiznéj§ich prostorech a mistech. Na makro-urovni EU27, Norska a
Svycarska je pak k vysvétleni ekonomickych, kulturnich a socialnich faktort,
ovliviiujicich samotnou, strukturu, variabilitu ¢i formu nejriznéjSich gay
podnikil a mist vyuzita induktivni statistika a interpretativni analyza.

Klic¢ova slova: geografie sexualit, heteronormativita, queer teorie,
sexuality, ne-heterosexualni, Cesko, CEE, post-
strukturalismus, postmodernismus, kulturni obrat,
obrat k jazyku.



SELECTED THESIS CONTENTS / VYBRANY OBSAH DISERTACNI
PRACE

ABSTRACT 6
AUTHOR’S PREFACE 15
ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS 19
STRUCTURE AND THESIS GOALS 21
L PHILOSOPHICAL and THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK

26

SITUATED KNOWLEDGE, POWER-RELATIONS AND
POLITICAL NATURE OF GEOGRAPHIES OF DIFFERENCE 28
TURNING AWAY FROM REALITY TO CULTURE, CRISIS OF

REPRESENTATION 31
ROLE OF LANGUAGE: SEMIOTICS, STRUCTURALISM 37
MOVING TOWARDS POSTSTRUCTURALISM 43
CONSTITUTION OF THE (SEXUAL) SUBJECT 48
RELATIONAL SPACE 79
GEOGRAPHIES OF SEXUALITIES 83
IL. METHODOLOGICAL FRAMEWORK 106
DEVELOPING POSITIONALITY 106
METODS AND DATA BEHIND MY PUBLICATIONS 110
III SUMMARY OF MY PUBLICATIONS AND RESULTS 121
Iv. CONCLUSION 134
AUTHOR’S AFTERWORD 141
BIBLIOGRAPHY 143

V. ANNEX: INCLUDED ORIGINAL PUBLICATIONS 159



STRUCTURE OF THE THESIS AND ITS MAIN GOALS

This dissertation thesis is conceptualized as a collection of published papers.
The main purpose is to supplement my already published works and posit
them in a broader context. Most of my publications were written in Czech, and
this thesis is thus written in English to balance and further extend the potential
contribution of my doctoral research.

I understand this thesis more as a beginning of a journey than an end.
Therefore, 1 openly acknowledge that many questions that I initiate will
remain unanswered and may potentially disturb the reader since their main
intent will not be to provide concrete answers but instead to spark interest in
the topic and encourage expanding the disciplinary horizons of Czech human
geography.

This thesis is structured into three major parts: first, the philosophical and
theoretical framework; second the methodological framework; and the third
section introduces my published papers and concludes how this dissertation
contributes to the development of the geographies of sexualities.

The first section, named philosophical and theoretical framework, has one
broad goal: to span a gap between the progress in Anglo-American human
geographical scholarship and the one in Czechia' or Central and Eastern
Europe (CEE). By focusing on geographies of sexualities, 1 apply feminist,
post-structuralist, psychoanalytic, linguistic as well as other postmodern
theories, which shaped the geographical approaches that were points of
departure for my own research within a Czech geographical context. However,
most of the important approaches that I apply have not been embraced or
examined in Czechia yet.

The first philosophical and theoretical section is further divided into
several subsections that aim to provide a basis for my subsequent reasoning. It
is not intended to have a linear structure. The rationale behind the ordering of
this section is multi-dimensional. As I present several philosophical and
theoretical approaches, some may read the collection as eclectic. However,
one of the points that I will like to stress in this section is that postmodern and

' Czechia /'tfeki.o/ is an English short name for The Czech Republic, regardless
the fact that it is discursively contested, I concur with authors that for the sake of
brevity it is a necessary and the most appropriate term (Cizmarova 2015).
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post-structuralist scholarship is not a new paradigm. One does not claim to
supersede the other.

I direct critical attention to the ways in which knowledge is produced using
feminist critiques of Cartesian and positivist frameworks in order to show how
knowledge production once was exclusionary and unethical. I underscore
feminist positionality, illuminate the concept of situated knowledges, and
explain why all research is inherently a political process. Further I explain that
prior to the cultural turn in geography, the discipline, among others,
considered landscape and reality as some sort of objective category that can be
discovered, described, and represented via maps, texts, charts, etc. By
introducing the cultural turn, I direct attention to a crisis of representation as a
result of imperfect representations produced by knowledge that was previously
produced from an incontrovertibly partial perspective (e.g. masculine, white,
middle-class, heterosexual, etc.). I hope to highlight the ways in which
representations are created as well as implicate discourse and meaning as
inseparable qualities that need to be further investigated in order to understand
the nature of knowledge production in geography and our actual capacity for
representing and studying reality. On that account, I start with my
investigation of semiotics and linguistics as foundational disciplines important
for developing structuralist understandings that are, in turn, important for
understanding the post-structuralism that evolved from critique of structural
theories. To the best of my knowledge there is no work in Czech geography
that considers and investigates the role of semiotics. I explain this in detail
since understanding that there is a “gap between words and things” is essential
for developing structuralist conceptualizations of science. I direct my attention
to the founder of structuralism and linguistics, Ferdinand de Saussure, and
introduce his explanation of the working of language. Then I present an
argument behind structuralist thinking and explain how language plays an
active role in the creation of both our cultural reality and its scientific
representations. Thereafter I move towards poststructuralist understandings
and explain the ways in which it is impossible to restrict and fully grasp the
workings of meaning in language and by doing so re-conceptualize the ways
in which knowledge and reality are produced within the margin of language.

I then apply this structuralist and poststructuralist reasoning to the
formulation of a poststructuralist approach towards the constitution of a
human (sexual) subject. Using homosexual as the example, I demonstrate how
the creation of a single word within a language and discourse can have
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tremendous material consequences on real people. By doing so, I critically
reconsider the distinction between the material and immaterial. On these
grounds I further narrow my attention to understanding human identity and
subjectivity production, reject the Cartesian conscious, unified, and rational
subject, and introduce poststructuralist and psychoanalytic understandings of
the process of subjectivity formation. Here I apply all the preceding theoretical
perspectives for substantiating an argument that all human identities, including
gender and sexual identities, are artful creations of the sophisticated, culturally
regulated frameworks of power. I focus considerable attention to the works of
Judith Butler and explain her theory of performativity, based on speech act
theory, which was crucial for the development of queer theory. Before I
proceed to an explanation of queer theory, sexuality and sexual identities, I
introduce Foucault’s understandings of power that are essential for an
understanding of queerness. Following this 1 briefly introduce queer
understandings of sexual identities and extend it to my understanding of queer
spatiality and relational understanding of space. In the last subsection of my
philosophical and theoretical framework 1 introduce the discipline of
geographies of sexualities and point out to its development in CEE, thus
outside of the “West.”

In the second part, the methodological framework section, I start with
building upon the discussion of various philosophies and theories of
knowledge and focus on developing sensitivity to difference by assessing the
issue of researcher’s positionality, reflexivity and the situated nature of
knowledge production. For being able to do so I will need to put some of my
privacy aside and discuss my positionality and standpoints which stood behind
my research in form of motivations, etc. In a similar vein, I further extend the
discussion of my positionality by introducing discussion of the institutional
positionality of my research; by doing so, I revisit and learn from some of the
previous challenges and anxieties that institutionally restrained the academic
writings of my predecessors elsewhere (Binnie 1997). The positionality
section thus aims to underscore the embodied nature of research as “human”
process and disregards it to be “objective” and disembodied.

The following part of my methodological framework section then aims to
nearer the used methodologies of data collection and discusses the
characteristics of my datasets in depth. Since research in the field of
geographies of sexualities is in fact a research on hard-to-survey populations, I
will pay detailed attention to this methodological problem and show that even
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with limited resources and by using of quantitative methodologies an
interesting sample and dataset may be attainable.

In the third part I briefly introduce four of my published works, explaining
their main contributions and rationales. Then I conclude my thesis goals and
explain how the various overarching themes need to be understood in context
to each other, neither disproving nor superseding all of the “other” approaches.
Rather, they need to be understood as mutually supportive, diverse, and
undogmatic, which enhance or make them more capable of reaching their
goals. Non-heterosexuals and issues connected with human sexualities are
thus about to be allowed into Czech geographical discourses in order to make
them better in “representing of the reality”.

MAIN THESIS GOALS:

- Substantiate rationale or a basis for geographical study of socially-
constructed reality.

- Develop deconstructive geographical understanding of human (sexual)
identities and spatiality.

- Introduce post-structuralist and queer geographies of sexualities.

- Contribute to the development of geographies of sexualities from outside
the “West.”
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STRUKTURA DISERTACNIi PRACE A JEJi HLAVNI CILE

Tato disertacni prace je koncipovana jako kolekce publikaci. Jejim hlavnim
cilem je doplnit existujici publikace a zasadit je do SirSiho ramce. VétSina
mych publikovanych praci byla napsana v CeSting, a pravé proto je nyni
hlavnim jazykem této disertace anglictina, vyvazuje a dodatecné tak rozSifuje
ptinos mého doktorského vyzkumu.

Tuto disertacni praci chapu spise jako zacatek cesty delsiho vyzkumného
procesu, n¢Z jako jeho ukonceni. Oteviené pfiznavam, ze mnoho z otazek,
které si v praci kladu, nezodpovim konkrétné, ale ponecham je ve stavu, ve
kterém budou nadale podnécovat zajem o témata, ktera mohou rozsitit obzory
ceské humanni geografie. Disertani prace je strukturovana do tfi hlavnich
casti: filozofického a teoretického ramce; metodologického ramce; a
predstaveni publikovanych ¢lankl se zavérem, ktery ma za cil osvétlit zptsob,
kterym ma tato disertace pfispét k rozvoji geografii sexualit.

V prvni ¢asti, ve filozofickém a teoretickém ramci, si kladu znacné Siroky
cil, a to preklenout zasadni rozdily mezi stavem soucasné angloamerické
humanni geografie a piistupy v geografiichv Cesku nebo ve stfedni a
vychodni Evropé (CEE). Protoze se zaobiram geografiemi sexualit, zam¢&fim
se nejprve na feministickd, post-strukturalistickd, psychoanalyticka,
lingvistickd a dal$i postmoderni vychodiska, kterda formovala tento
geograficky pfistup a v Cesku jim nebyla prozatim vénovana patii¢na
pozornost.

Filozoficky a teoreticky ramec dale ¢lenim do nékolika casti, ve kterych
cilim formulovat zédklad pro mé nésledné uvazovani. V této Casti nemohu
poskytnout néjakou jednoduchou linearni strukturu, ale naopak potiebuji
které zde predstavuji. Je mozné, ze predstavenim néckolika filozofickych a
teoretickych pfistupti budou nékteii Ctenati tuto Cast chapat eklekticky, chtél
bych v8ak zdlraznit, Ze toto neni vhodna perspektiva, stejn€ tak jako ta, ktera
by nahlizela na postmodernismus a post-strukturalismus jako na nova
paradigmata. Zadny ze sméril, které predstavim, si neklade za cil jednoduse
nahradit pfistupy druhé.

Kli¢ovou pozornost zamétim na zptsoby, kterymi je produkovano védéni.
Za pouziti feministické kritiky Kartezianstvi a pozitivizmu poukazu na to, jak
bylo védéni diive produkovano pouze jako dil¢i, vyluéné a neetické.
V odpovédi na toto chapani, pfedstavim feministickou pozicionalitu, osvétlim
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koncept situovanosti védeéni a vysvétlim, pro¢ je mozné v podstaté veskery
vyzkumny proces chapat politicky. Dale vysvétlim, ze predtim, nez
do geografie zacal pronikat kulturni obrat, geografie, ale i dalsi discipliny,
povazovaly krajinu a realitu za objektivni formy, které 1ze objevit, popsat nebo
reprezentovat v mapach, textech, grafech, atd. Predstavenim kulturniho obratu
predevsim zaméfim pozornost na krizi reprezentace, tj. na disledek pochopeni
nedokonalosti naSich dosavadnich reprezentaci, které byly (Ci stale jesté jsou)
produkované védeénim, jez uzivalo pouze nevyvratiteln¢ dil¢i perspektivu (tj.
maskulinni, bélosskou, ze stfedni spol. tfidy, heterosexualni, atp.). Mou
snahou bude osvétlit zplisoby, ve kterych jsou reprezentace vytvafeny, a
predevsim pak vysvétlit, jak jsou do tohoto procesu zapleteny diskurzy a
vyznam, tedy aspekty, které je potfeba zkoumat, aby bylo mozné pochopit
nejen kvalitu reprezentace ale i produkce védéni, a to, jaké existuji
v soucasnosti meze reprezentace ¢i studia reality. Z tohoto divodu zacnu
zkoumanim sémiotiky a lingvistiky, tedy elementarnich disciplin dilezitych
pro rozvoj strukturalistickych chéapani, jez jsou klicové pro pochopeni z nich
vychazejicich post-strukturdlnich piistupti, které jsou zalozeny na kritice
strukturalistickych teorii. Pokud je mi znamo, tak prace, které by vénovaly
pozornost i studiu sémiotiky, v ¢eské geografii prozatim chybi. Zamétim se
proto na vysvétleni kliCového pfinosu sémiotiky a potazmo zéklada
strukturalistického chapani védy jako takové, tj. na poukazani existence tzv.
»propasti mezi slovy a vécmi®“. V tomto ohledu pfedstavim praci zakladatele
moderni lingvistiky, Ferdinande de Saussurcho, piedev§im pak jeho
strukturalistické chapani fungovani jazyka, které se v podstaté¢ stalo zékladnim
argumentem strukturalismu a pochopeni jazyka jako agenta cinného
v procesech vytvareni kulturni reality i produkce o ni (o realité)
vypovidajicich védeckych reprezentaci. Na tomto zéklad¢ se pak presunu jiz
k post-strukturalismu a vysvétlim divody, jez znemoznuji omezit nebo zcela
pochopit fungovani procesu tvorby vyznamu v jazyce. Nutné tak re-
konceptualizuji pohled na to, jak je védeéni i realita produkovana v ramci
omezeni jazykem.

Toto post-strukturalistické, ale 1 strukturalistické chapani pak uZziji
k formulaci post-strukturalistického pfistupu, jez studuje proces ustaveni
lidského (sexualniho) subjektu. Vyuzitim piikladu homosexuala piedvedu jak
vytvoreni jediného slova v ramci jazyka a diskurzu mtize vést k dalekosahlym
materialnim  dasledkim postihujicim  skute¢né lidi. Timto kriticky
pfehodnotim charakter vztahu mezi materidlnim a imateridlnim a zuzim
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zaméteni této prace na chapani procesu produkce lidské identity a subjektivity,
odmitnu Kartezidnsky védomy, sjednoceny a raciondlni subjekt a pfedstavim
post-strukturalistické a psychoanalytické chapani procesu formovani
subjektivity. S vyuzitim pfedchozich teoretickych perspektiv pak podlozim
argument, na jehoz zéklad¢ vSechny lidské identity, vcetné téch genderovych
¢i sexualnich, 1ze chépat jako rafinovanad dila, sofistikovanych, kulturné
regulovanych ramcti moci. Podstatnou ¢ast své pozornosti k tomuto ucelu
zaméfim na prace Judith Butler a vysvétlim jeji teorii performativity, ktera
stoji na teorii mluvnich aktt, a predstavim tak klic¢ovou teorii stojici v pozadi
queer teorie. Nez ale pokrocim k vysvétlovani queer teorie, sexualit ¢i
sexualnich identit, pfedstavim Foucaultovo chapani moci, jakozto podstatné
komponenty pro porozuméni queer(stvi). Poté jiz pfedstavim queer chapani
sexualnich identit a aplikuji jej na chapani queer prostorovosti a relacniho
chapani prostoru. V posledni pod-casti mého filozofického a teoretického
ramce strucné predstavim disciplinu geografii sexualit a jeji vyvoj v CEE, tedy
mimo ,,zapad®.

V druhé ¢asti (metodologickém ramci), stavim na nejriiznéjSich filozofiich
a teoriich védéni, které jsem piedstavil v prvni ¢asti a zaméfim se na rozvoj
citlivosti k diferenci tim, Ze zvazim problém pozicionality vyzkumnika, jeho
reflexivitu a podstatu situovanosti produkce védéni. Abych tohoto byl schopen
dosahnout, musim odhalit ¢ast svého soukromi a diskutovat svou vlastni
pozicionalitu a postoje, jeZ stoji v pozadi mého vlastniho vyzkumu, pfedevsim
pak ve form¢& motivaci. V obdobném duchu posléze rozsitim diskusi své
vlastni pozicionality na diskuzi institucionalni pozicionality tohoto vyzkumu,
a pokusim se tak ponaucit se z vyzev, chyb, znepokojeni, a omezeni, kterym
celili ve svém akademickém psani mi ptedchidci jinde (Binnie 1997). Cil
oddilu vénovaného pozicionalit¢ ma tak podtrhnout ztélesnénou povahu
vyzkumného procesu, tj. procesu, ktery je predevsim ,lidsky*“ a odmitnout
chapani vyzkumného procesu jako néceho ,,objektivniho* ¢i beztélesného.

V nasledujici ¢asti mého metodologického ramce se pak jiz pokusim
priblizit metodologie v pozadi sbéru dat a do hloubky diskutuji charakteristiky
ziskaného datového souboru. Protoze vyzkum v oblasti geografii sexualit je
v podstaté vyzkumem obtizné¢ zkoumatelnych (hard-to-survey) populaci,
veénuji zde rovnéz podrobnou pozornost tomuto metodologickému problému a
poukazi, ze 1 s omezenymi zdroji, a za pouziti kvantitativnich metodologii je
mozné dosahnout zajimavého populacniho vzorku i datového souboru.
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Ve tieti ¢asti strucné predstavim Ctyii své publikované prace, uvedu jejich
hlavni pfinos a vysvétlim, jak pfispivaji k naplnéni cilti této disertacni prace.
Praci pak zakonCim tim, Ze vyvodim zavéry a dodatecné podtrhnu, jak je
vybrané diskutované a pieklenujici se piistupy tieba chapat v kontextu dalSich,
z nichz zadny zcela nevyvraci nebo nenahrazuje ,,jiné*. Spise doporucim, aby
byly chapany jako vzajemné se podporujici, rozmanité a nedogmatické, tedy
schopné dosahnout svych cilii. Problematika lidskych sexualit, predevsim pak
ne-heterosexualita, teprve ale ¢eka na piijeti do Ceskych geografickych
diskurzl. Vétim, ze tak pfispéji k tomu, abychom mohli realitu a realné lidi
»reprezentovat zase o néco lépe.*

HLAVNI CILE DISERTACNI PRACE:

- Dolozit a ptedlozit zaklad pro geografické studium socialné-konstruované
reality.

- Rozvinout dekonstruktivni geografické chapani lidskych (sexualnich)
identit a prostorovosti.

- Predstavit post-strukturalistickou a queer geografii sexualit.

- Pfispét k rozvoji geografii sexualit mimo ,,zapad®.

14



SUMMARY OF MY PUBLICATIONS AND RESULTS

1. URBAN SPATIALITY IN THE CONTEXT OF
(HOMO/HETERO)SEXUALITY: INTRODUCTION TO A
THEORETICAL DEBATE IN GEOGRAPHIES OF SEXUALITIES

PITONAK, M. (2014): Urban Spatiality in the context of
(homo/hetero)sexuality: Introduction to a theoretical debate in geographies of
sexualities. GEOGRAFIE. 2014. Vol. 119, no. 2, pp. 179-198. (IF=0.787)

In the first journal article forming part of this thesis, I focus on presenting a
review of seminal works behind the development of geographies of sexualities
in the “West”. Due to the necessary limitations of length, I narrowed my
review to a discussion of selected works within the context of urban
geographies of sexualities. Despite that these “urban-oriented” works are now
considered rather “traditional” within the geographies of sexualities, I believe
that focusing on their review may help Czech and Slovak® students connect
with them easier since our local urban geography tradition is broad and
distinctive, specifically at our department of geography in Prague (Oufednic¢ek
2007; Sykora 1999; Sykora, Bouzarovski 2012).

First, I point out that despite the fact that sexualities as subject matter are
still rather unheard of in Czech geographical context, they entered into Anglo-
Saxon geography during the 1980s and 1990s. Currently, this thought is
considered part of contemporary geographical mainstream imaginations. Yet
this Anglo-Saxon cultural context limited its ability to theorize “outside of the
West.” As a result of this, authors called for “correctives” from outside the
“Western” context and consciously invited other geographical traditions to
“water down of the Western” ethnocentricity and called for expanding
geographies of sexualities beyond the “West” (Binnie, Valentine 1999). My
interest can thus be considered as a response to this call.

Second, I provided evidence that sexualities need to be understood in terms
of human difference, suggesting that they may be considered as one of the
four primary axes of difference, social relations, or categories of social
identities, together with social class, gender and race (Pain 2001, p. 123).
Moreover, I made an effort to stress that these differences need not to be

? Since Czech and Slovak languages are mutually understandable even the
geographical societies in both countries continue to closely cooperate.
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studied exclusively, but rather should be considered together as mutually
interlinked — intersectional.

Furthermore, since this paper was actually the first geographical journal
article focusing on sexualities published in Czechia, I briefly focused on
introducing the most important terminology and specifics of its use. For
example, 1 explained that when geographers used the term sexuality, they
understood the concept as more than simply sexual desires or sexual acts. I
also highlighted its socially-constructed understandings framed by the various
discussed post-structuralist, feminist and queer conceptualizations. By
pointing out the social-constructionist understandings of sexuality, I
introduced criticism of prevalent, inherently disciplinary essentialism that
problematized the ways in which sexualities/gender still being conceptualized
(DeLamater, Hyde 1998). Hence, I present an extensive rationale for
abandoning the use of medically biased “homosexual” and “heterosexual”
terminology (APA 1991). I also explained the use of “gay” and “lesbian”,
specifically with an accent to their local uses in which “lesbian” (in Czech
lesba) is not employed homogeneously but sometimes in form of its incorrect
(and somewhat pejorative) diminutive form “lesbicka”. Moreover, within the
context of this terminological introduction, I paid attention to outlining
“queer” and to “preparing grounds” for my subsequent publication (especially
for my theoretical book chapter) in which I aimed to illuminate it in a greater
detail.

Leaving the terminological and introductory lines of reasoning, I further
focus on providing insights into notable research around urban geographies of
sexualities. Starting with its roots in the Chicago School of Urban Sociology
(especially to Wirth’s works The Hobo from 1923 and The Ghetto from 1928)
and the works of urban sociologists on concentrations, urban regeneration and
gentrification (Levine 1979; Castells 1983; Knopp 1987). Furthermore, I point
out the connections made between urban political geography, capitalism and
the daily lives of “gays and lesbians” living in large (mostly American,
British, or Australian) cities. Consequently I introduce the problematic nature
of gayborhoods, gay villages, “pink economy and commodification” by
reviewing geographical work that has been widely cited around these
important issues (Pain 2001; Binnie 1995; Sibalis 2004; Brown 2013). I aim to
make clear that the development in cities does not follow some universal logic
and that there are for example clear differences between British and American
“spatialities of sexualities”, not to mention between these and those in
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Czechia. Last but not least, I introduce “pride parades” as examples of the
spatial strategies that almost exclusively take place within the urban contexts
and discuss their potentials for “queering” heteronormativity and making
otherness visible.

2. QUEER SPACE(S)

PITONAK, M. (2014): Queer space(s). In: MATOUSEK, R. and
OSMAN, R. (eds.): Prostor(y) Geografie. Karolinum, pp. 123-146.
ISBN 978-80-246-2733-5.

My second paper, a theoretically oriented book chapter, published in recent
Czech geographical collection edited by my colleagues Matousek and Osman
(2014), is closely connected with my theoretical discussions and focuses on
the development of post-structuralist and queer lines of reasoning in Czech
geography. Its main aim was thus to provide a concise, introductory “material”
that would be legible and understood to various Czech students interested in
developing sensitivity to postmodern, post-structuralist and queer
understandings. Similarly, as in my first journal article, I combined the theory
by presenting arguments from various seminal works from the field of
geographies of sexualities.

The whole collection in which my chapter was published had in fact
several overarching aims — to develop both a cultural and linguistic turn in
Czech geography and build inter-/intra-disciplinary bridges with related
social-scientific disciplines’. As a whole, the collection was also a belated
response to much older one published 22 years ago edited by Sykora (1993) in
which the rise of postmodern and post-structuralist approaches, including, for
example, feminist geographies, was presupposed by several authors (Pavlinek
1993).

In contrast to the discussion in this dissertation, this book chapter expands
about the discussion of postmodernism, and accentuates the critical and
incredulous understandings that postmodern geography necessarily entails. By
doing so, I want to respond to the prevalent attitudes within Czech geography

* After all most of the social-scientific disciplines were in parallel influenced by
the wider spatial turn.
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(Blazek, Uhlit 2011) which represents and portray postmodernism as rather
unproductive and evaluate it with “indicators” such as degree of systematisms,
eclecticism or its potential for creation theories or generalizability, hence by
characteristics that it intentionally avoids (Murdoch 2006; Lyotard 1979;
Clarke 2006).

Since this book chapter is primarily meant for students of human
geography who are interested in queer theory and geographies of sexualities, it
also necessarily includes discussions of seminal works in the field of urban
geographies of “gay ghettoes” and gay villages that focus on investigations of
predominantly gay clustering within the large American, UK or Australian
cities. These works present gentrification or commodification as one of the
“traditionally” researched issues (Levine 1979; Castells 1983; Pain 2001;
Knopp 1987; Rothenberg 1995; Sibalis 2004; Binnie 1995). Furthermore, I
focus on introducing more identity-space oriented “gay and lesbian
geographies” (Weightman 1981; Brown, Knopp 2003) and focus on
geographies of sexualities, which adopted more queer understandings of
human subjectivity and space development as relational and fluid.

Then 1 specifically focus on presenting understandably-accessible
introductions to two of the most influential and elemental concepts in queer
theory, which are Michel Foucault’s work on power, sexuality and
disciplining (Foucault 1980, 1978) and Judith Butler’s work on performativity,
which is mainly based on the previously discussed speech act theory (Butler
1990, 1993b). Only time will show if Czech students of human geography will
inspire themselves in these approaches and begin developing their own
understandings of these issues within a Czech context.

3. SPATIALITY, INSTITUTIONALIZATION AND
CONTEXTUALITY OF HETERONORMATIVITY: STUDY OF
NON-HETEROSEXUAL IDENTITY NEGOTIATION IN
CZECHIA

PITONAK, M. (2013): Spatiality, institutionalization and
contextuality of heteronormativity: Study of non-heterosexual identity
negotiation in Czechia. Gender, rovné prileZitosti, vyzkum. 2013.
Vol. 14, no. 2, pp. 27-40.
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My third paper is a journal article that focuses on the problem of spatiality of
human sexual identity negotiation. Its title includes three seemingly
complicated terms: spatiality, institutionalization and contextuality; however,
since I have already problematized them in my philosophical and theoretical
introduction, it is possible to simplify that I sought to understand the degree to
which non-heterosexuals are aware of heteronormativity and if, and how, they
negotiate it.

The main contribution of this paper is the formulation of the concept of
human agency contextuality, which refers mostly, but not exclusively, to the
contextual negotiation of sexual identities in various types® of spaces and
places. I built this framework on a discussion of several applicable social, and
social-critical theories that deal with the elusive question known as “human
agency-structure debate.” Most significantly, [ apply Berger’s and
Luckmann’s seminal work on the social construction of reality (Berger,
Luckmann 1991) and complement it (or at least juxtaposed it) with other
frameworks offered by structuration theory (Giddens 1984), Foucault’s
understanding of power (Foucault 1977, 1980), Goffman’s dramaturgical
analysis (Goffman 1959), and Butler’s understanding of performativity (Butler
1990, 1993b). These approaches allowed me to make insights into the degree
of deliberateness or awareness in human sexual identity negotiation (or agency
behind it).

The theoretical part of this paper also sought to provide criticism of the
“traditional” psychological unidimensional understanding of human sexual
identity and of “coming out” as some sort of accomplishable linear process
(Meyer, Ouellette 2009; Verni 2009). After explaining the actual flexibility
and multiplicity of sexual identities in individuals in form of “closetedness”
and “passing as straight,” I turn to my empirical research in which I measure
for non-heterosexuals’ negotiation and awareness of the heteronormativity in
various spaces.

By applying a rather unconventional quantitative methodology within the
field of geographies of sexualities, I mean to measure the perceived levels of
heteronormativity in various spaces that I have selected (see fig. 1). I designed
a sophisticated internet mediated questionnaire which allowed me to expose
my research participants to a carefully chosen set of photographs that
facilitated measurement of the level of perceived “sexual comfort” used in my

* The actual photographs are included in the article, which is annexed to the thesis.
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operationalization. Each respondent was presented a photograph and provided
with two different 10 point scales. First scale measure the level of relative
sexual comfort (satisfaction, the relativity of the term was explained etc.) of
my actual participants imagining themselves present in the displayed
spaces/places. Whereas with the second scale respondents were asked to guess
what level of the relative sexual comfort would they feel in the place if they
were “straight.” What I actually measured then were the differentials between
the scores at both scales that I translated into what I call “index of spatial
heteronormativity”. 1 believe that my results evidence primarily two
interesting sets of findings.

The first set of results was expected: most spaces were considered
relatively heteronormative. The results point to the expectation that non-
heterosexuals do not feel “comfortable” in these spaces, which increased for
the possibility of “passing as straight.” The second set of findings was rather
interesting since I included pictures of several spaces with visible “gay
symbolic” such as rainbow flags or the presence of explicit same-sex desire
(performances). | find that non-heterosexuals expect heterosexuals to feel
themselves “uncomfortable” in various “gay spaces”, unveiling the evident
expectations of “homo-normativity”. I encourage my readers to take a closer
look at my published article’ since I believe it provides more contextuality to
geographers’ understandings of human sexual identity flexible negotiation
(Gill Valentine 1993).

> I encourage my English speaking readers to read my eBook chapter published as

an outcome of my conference paper presentation at Queer Sexualities conference in
Sydney, 2013 organized by Inter-Disciplinary.net (Pitonak 2013b).
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Figure 1: Measured levels of spatial heteronormativity (Indices of spatial heteronormativity)

Index of spatial lesbians gays bisexual females bisexual males self-identified as

heteronormativity (N=241) (N=1178) (N=52) (N=104) "other"(N=14)
Queer café exterior
Gay club interior 0,57
"Queer corner" 0,95
Forest 0,04 0,02 0,04 0,17 0,07 0
Pedestrian zone (symbol) -0,46 -0,17 -0,5 -0,29 -0,69 -0,57
Empty park -0,82 -0,74 -0,85 -0,52 -0,79 -0,93
Catholic church -0,98 -1,26 -0,93 -0,62 -1,11 -0,64
Pedestrian zone (night) -1,17 -0,86 -1,25 -0,79 -1,16 -0,93
Lecturing hall -1,39 -1,79 -1,33 -0,98 -1,35 -0,71
Prefab house -1,63 -1,61 -1,65 -1,35 -1,6 -1,57
Square -1,67 -1,81 -1,67 -1,29 -1,56 -1,21
Pedestrian zone (day) -1,75 -1,87 -1,75 -1,52 -1,56 -1,21
Amusement park -1,85 -1,73 -1,91 -0,96 -1,76 -1,93
Shopping center -1,85 2,27 -1,77 -1,98 -1,69 -1,64
"Dating spot" -2,03 2,11 2,01 -1,62 2,15 2,21
Empty gym -1,83 -1,88 -1,79
Public tram interior -1,81 -1,66 2,14

-1,14
2,14

Czech rural village
Public lido (pool)

2,14

Source: author’'s own research data (Pitoniak 2013a)



4. ECONOMIC, CULTURAL AND SOCIAL FACTORS
INFLUENCING THE DEVELOPMENT OF GAY BUSINESSES
AND PLACES: EVIDENCE FROM THE EUROPEAN UNION

GABIAM, K., PITONAK, M. (2014): Economic, Cultural and Social
Factors Influencing the Development of Gay Businesses and Places:

Evidence from the European Union. Moravian Geographical Reports
[online]. 1 January 2014. Vol. 22, no. 3, pp. 2—17. (IF=0.341)

My fourth paper, which I co-authored with my colleague Koessan Gabiam
from Université Libre de Bruxelles, is an empirically based article with a
principal aim to discover and explain the distribution patterns of gay
businesses and places in the European Union (EU27, Norway and
Switzerland) by using a data source in form of uniquely comprehensive “gay”
touristic guide, the Spartacus International gay guide 2007. We selected 27
types of variables (different types of gay businesses and places®) from the data
about the cities with 100,000 and more inhabitants (168 cities in total) and ran
a statistical analysis, a principal component analysis (PCA), for the purpose of
identifying the most important linkages between the variables. By employing
quantitative methodology, similarly to my previous paper, we wanted to
further contribute to the use of quantitative methodologies within the field of
geographies of sexualities and demonstrate how they may be used outside of
the “representative” mode of knowledge production.

At the descriptive level, we confirmed a relation between a population size
of a city and the number of registered “gay places;” however, we found some
considerable discrepancies between a country’s population and its number of
“gay places”. For example, we recorded only 92 “gay places” in Poland, with
a population of 40 million, while we found 97 places in Czechia, which has a
population of 10 million. Part of our main goal was to explain such evident
regional discrepancies by applying interpretative analysis on inductive
statistics (PCA).

The first component (CP1) that arose from our analysis was most positively
correlated with restaurants and hotels and also least correlated with cruising

® For example, fashion shops, bars, apartments, travel agencies, cinemas,
bookshops, health groups, tourist info points, cafes, cruising places, saunas, hotels,
etc. all of which were attributed to a specific city, the nation-wide categories were not
accounted for.
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places. We interpreted this component “axis” by employing comfort (mostly
by tourism influenced), urban-hierarchy (urban dominance) and
commodification of “gayness.” Comfort, tourism, and urban hierarchy may be
explained by commodification since comfort is linked to tourism, which may
be a result of the urban marketing of gay villages.

Four groups of cities scored positively on CP1. The first group of cities
comprises the national capitals such as Berlin, Paris, London, Madrid,
Amsterdam, Brussels, Prague, Rome, Budapest, Copenhagen, Tallinn and
Ljubljana. The second group comprised of other cities with a minimum
population of 500,000 inhabitants (Hamburg, Cologne, Nuremberg, Zurich,
Milan, Barcelona, Antwerp, Edinburgh, Florence, Venice and Nice). The third
group included other prominent cities (Montpellier, Bologna, Frankfurt, Pisa,
Vigo, Dresden, Bruges and Charleroi), and the fourth group represented
seaside resorts (Las Palmas de Gran Canaria, Blackpool, Sitges, Mykonos,
Ibiza or Viareggio). In contrast to these positively represented groups, with
respect to this gay commodification axis, another group of national capital
cities scored slightly negative (Dublin, Lisbon, Oslo, Stockholm, Helsinki,
Athens and Vilnius) or were heavily under-equipped (Luxemburg, Riga,
Bratislava, Bucharest and Sofia). We explained the differences within this
latter group by arguing that these cities partly consist of rather isolated but rich
regions with long-term effects of commodification (Dublin, Oslo and
Helsinki), and partly of less affluent and/or isolated with respect to the
duration and exposition to the effects of commodification and discourses of
capitalism coming from the “West” (Athens, Vilnius, Riga, Bratislava,
Bucharest and Sofia).

The second component (CP2) was closely related to the first one; in this
case, however, strongly positive correlations for gay bars contrasted with the
negative gay/tourist info, gay porn cinemas, and with the presence of health
groups. In our interpretation of this relationship, we attributed this pattern to a
sociability (visibility) — “closetedness” (invisibility) axis where a more hidden
and secretive gay subcultures contrast with the more open and visible
mainstream gay subcultures. Results of the CP2 showed the largest contrast
between the distribution pattern in Italy (dominantly invisible) and Germany
(dominantly open).
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Figure 2: Maps with the scores at both detected components
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The evident differences of both components (CP1 and CP2 see fig. 2)
clearly suggest that the economic interpretations of phenomena represented by
the complexities of both detected components are not sufficient. For this
reason, we needed to develop a more sensitive interpretative approach that
would include also the other political and cultural factors. Initially, we had
juxtaposed our results with the data about transitions towards post-materialist
values in societies (Inglehart, Welzel 2005), then we sought to find some
overlaps with the developments of laws treating “homosexuality” within the
respective countries (Waaldijk 2000), and finally, after we had scrutinized
various sociological and activist reports, we offered an interpretative
framework that combined various economic, cultural and societal factors. We
used this framework for understanding the state of the prevailing values within
the respective societies, specifically at its sensitivity towards understanding
the character of “heteronormativity” at the macro-regional level. On the one
hand, this helped us to explain why the distribution patterns of gay places in
certain regions became more visible and commodified, and on the other, why

24



other regions developed other more inconspicuous liminal ways of “gay place-
making”.
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SHRNUTI PUBLIKACI A VYSLEDKU

1. PROSTOROVOST MESTA V KONTEXTU
(HOMO/HETERO)SEXUALITY: UVOD DO TEORETICKE
DISKUSE GEOGRAFIi SEXUALIT

PITONAK, M. (2014): Prostorovost mésta v kontextu
(homo/hetero)sexuality: ivod do teoretické diskuse geografii sexualit.
GEOGRAFIE. 2014. Vol. 119, no. 2, pp. 179-198. (IF=0.787)

V mém prvnim ¢lanku, ktery tvofi soucast této disertacni prace, se zaméfuji na
predstaveni kliCovych praci autorli, které staly v pozadi rozvoje geografii
sexualit na ,,zdpadé“. Protoze jsem nutné musel ¢lanek rozsahové omezit,
zuzil jsem tuto reSersi na diskusi vybranych praci v oblasti urbannich geografii
sexualit. Navzdory tomu, Ze ,,méstska problematika“ je v soucasnosti v oboru
geografii sexualit povazovana jiz za ,tradi¢ni“, véfim, Zze tento vybeér muze
ceskym a slovenskym studentiim pfiblizit tuto oblast studia snadnéji, ptihlizeje
k tomu, Ze mistni tradice urbanni geografie je znacné Siroka a rozmanita,
zvlaste pak v prazské albertovské skole (Oufednicek 2007; Sykora 1999;
Sykora, Bouzarovski 2012).

V ¢lanku nejprve poukazi na to, Ze ackoliv jsou sexuality jako predmeét
studia v Ceském geografickém kontextu stile ponc¢kud upozadéné, do
anglosaské geografie vstoupily jiz v prubéhu 80. a 90. let 20. stoleti a
v soucasnosti jsou jiz integralni soucasti zdejSi mainstreamové geografie.
Navzdory tomuto rozmachu si ale autofi v anglosaském prostfedi pomérné
rychle uvédomili svou nedostate¢nou kapacitu teoretizovat vné ,,zapadniho*
kontextu, a proto jiz pred lety volali po ,korektivech®, mimo ,zdpadni“
kontext a vyzvali tak dalsi geografické tradice k tomu, aby ,,nafedily zapadni*
etnocentricnost a rozsifili studium geografie sexualit dale (Binnie, Valentine
1999). Mtj zajem o tuto problematiku tak lze chapat jako reakci na tuto
vyzvu.

V ¢lanku dale vysvétlim a dolozim, Ze je sexuality potieba uvazovat
z hlediska lidské diference, jako jednu ze ¢ty zakladnich os diference,
socidlnich vztahii, nebo kategorii identit, spolu se spolecenskou tfidou,
genderem, a rasou (Pain 2001, p. 123). Dale zddraznim, Zze tyto diference
nemohou byt chapany vylu¢ng, ale spise je vhodné je uvazovat ve vzajemném
vztahu — intersekcionalné.
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Protoze je tento clanek vlastné prvnim odbornym geografickym c¢lankem,
ktery se v Cesku zaméfuje na sexuality, struéné piedstavim i nejdilezit&jsi
terminologii a specifika jejiho pouziti. Napiiklad vysvétlim, ze kdyz
geografové uzivaji termin sexualita, maji na mysli mnohem vice nez jen
sexualni touhu ¢i sexudlni akty. Dale osvétlim, chapani sexualit v ramci
nejriuzné€jsich diskutovanych post-strukturalistickych, feministickych a queer
konceptualizaci. Zdiraznénim socialné-konstruktivistického chéapani sexualit
zaroven predstavim dilezitou kritiku prevladajiciho vnitiné disciplinarniho
esencializmu a problematizuji tak zplsoby, kterymi jsou gender a sexuality
stale Casto konceptualizovany (DeLamater, Hyde 1998). Rovnéz Siroce
zdGvodnim, pro¢ je potifeba ustoupit od stale cCastého uzivani termint
»homosexual®“ ¢i ,heterosexudl” protoze se jedna o terminologii, ktera byla
oznacena jako stale medicinsky pfedpojata (APA 1991). Dale vysvétluji, ze
uzivani terminl ,,gay* a ,lesba“ ma své specifické akcenty a je tfeba se
vyvarovat nevhodnému uzivani zdrobnélého terminu ,,/esbicka*, ktery byl
oznaCen za nevhodny a pejorativni. V posledni ¢asti diskuse terminologie
uvadim termin ,,queer a ,pfipravim tak padu® pro jeho dals§i uziti v mych
navazujicich publikacich (pfedevsim pak v mé nasledujici teoretické kapitole),
kde se mu jiz vénuji ve vétsSim detailu.

Poté, co opustim terminologickou diskusi a pfedstaveni klicové
argumentace, zamétuji pozornost na resersi nejvyznamnéjSich praci v oblasti
urbannich geografii sexualit. Nejprve poukaZzi na spojitosti studia sexualit ve
meéstech s pracemi chicagské Skoly urbanni sociologie (predevsim pak
s pracemi Wirtha The Hobo zroku 1923 a The Ghetto z roku 1928), které se
staly zédkladem pro nasledné prace urbannich sociologti, jez se zamérovaly na
studium koncentrace, urbanni regenerace a gentrifikace (Levine 1979; Castells
1983; Knopp 1987). Dale poukazi na spojitosti mezi urbanni politickou
geografii, kapitalismem a kazdodennimi zivoty ,,gayl a leseb™ ve velkych
mestech (pievazné americkych, britskych a australskych). Diskusi dalsich
geografickych praci alespon nastinim Sirokou problematiku dotykajici se gay
Ctvrti, gay vesnic, ,rizove ekonomiky™ a procesu komodifikace (Pain 2001;
Binnie 1995; Sibalis 2004; Brown 2013). Mym cilem je pak jasné poukéazat na
to, ze rozvoj ve méstech nesleduje zadnou univerzalni trajektorii ¢i logiku, a
ze existuji dualezité¢ rozdilnosti napiiklad mezi britskymi a americkymi
»prostorovostmi sexualit, nemluvé o téch cCeskych. V neposledni tadé
predstavim ,,privody hrdosti“ jako ptiklady prostorovych strategii, které se
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odehravaji témer vyhradné v prostiedi mést a diskutuji jejich potencial pro
»queerovani‘ heteronormativity a zviditeliiovani ,,jinakosti*.

2. QUEER PROSTORC(Y)

PITONAK, M. (2014): Queer prostor(y). In. MATOUSEK, R. and
OSMAN, R. (eds.): Prostor(y) Geografie. Karolinum, pp. 123-146.
ISBN 978-80-246-2733-5.

M4 druhd publikace, teoreticky orientovana kapitola publikovana v
geografické kolekei, kterou editovali moji kolegové Matousek a Osman
(2014), je uzce spojena s predchozim ¢lankem. Zaméfuje se totiz na jeho
rozsiteni a sleduje rozvoj post-strukturalistického mysleni, kter¢ je klicové pro
predstaveni queer uvazovani do Ceské geografie. Hlavnim cilem kapitoly je
poskytnout stru¢ny, vstupni ,,material“, ktery bude smysluplny a srozumitelny
pro nejriznéjsi Ceské studenty, ktefi maji zajem rozvinout citlivost
k postmodernim, post-strukturalistickym a queer chapanim. Podobn¢ jako ve
svém prvnim ¢lanku, i zde doplnim nékteré teoretické argumenty prestavenim
klicovych praci z oblasti geografii sexualit.

Celd kniha, ve které je pak ma kapitola publikovana, ma néckolik
preklenujicich cilti, z nichz dva zékladni, rozvinuti kulturniho a jazykového
obratu v Ceské geografii a stavéni inter-/intra-disciplinarnich mostl s
pfibuznymi socialnimi védami’, rozvijim i ve své kapitole. Jako celek je
kolekce v podstaté zpozdénou odpovédi na 22 let starou obdobnou kolekei,
kterou editoval Sykora (1993), a ve které byl nastup postmodernich a post-
strukturalistickych pfistupti, véetn¢ feministickych geografii v podstaté jiz
tehdy predpovézen nékolika autory (Pavlinek 1993).

Na rozdil od diskuse v této disertaci, ma kapitola vice rozviji diskusi o
postmodernismu a akcentuje jeho kritické a nedivéfivé chapani, které je
v postmoderni geografii nutnosti. Touto diskusi cilim zodpovédét na nekteré
pretrvavajici postoje vramci Ceské geografie (Blazek, Uhlit 2011), v ramci
kterych je postmodernismus ztvarfiovan jako neproduktivni a hodnocen
»indikatory* jako stupenl systematiCnosti, eklekticizmu, nebo potencialu

7 Kulturni obrat pieci jen ovlivnil vétsinu, ne-li viechny socialné védni discipliny.
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k tvorbé teorii nebo generalizovani, tudiz hodnocen charakteristikami, kterym
se zamérn¢ snazi vyhybat (Murdoch 2006; Lyotard 1979; Clarke 2006).

Protoze je kniha primarn¢ ur¢ena studentim humanni geografie, ktefi maji
zajem se seznamit s queer teorii a geografiemi sexualit, je rovnéZ nutné
zahrnuta diskuse kliCovych praci, které se zabyvaji problematikou urbanni
geografie sexualit, ,,gay ghetty”, gay vesnicemi a zaméfuje se na zkoumani
tvorby gay klastrti v ramci pievazné americkych, britskych nebo australskych
mest. Tyto prace pak diskutuji z perspektivy gentrifikace a komodifikace jako
jiz ,tradiéné” zkoumané problematiky (Levine 1979; Castells 1983; Pain
2001; Knopp 1987; Rothenberg 1995; Sibalis 2004; Binnie 1995). Dale se
soustfedim na predstaveni aktualnéjSich geografii sexualit, které
problematizuji vztah mezi identitou a prostorem, zvlast¢ pak na ,gay a
lesbické geografie” (Weightman 1981; Brown, Knopp 2003), zaméiim se pak
predevsim na ty geografie sexualit, které piijaly queer konceptualizace rozvoje
lidské subjektivity a prostoru jako relacni a fluidni. Specifickou pozornost pak
zam¢efuji predevSim na pfistupné a pochopitelné predstaveni dvou
z nejvlivnéjsich a nejzékladnéjSich konceptd vramci queer teorie, praci
Michela Foucaulta o moci, sexualité a disciplinaci (Foucault 1980, 1978) a
praci Judith Butler, ktera pfedstavila performativitu, jez z podstatné ¢asti stavi
na v této disertaci diskutované teorii mluvnich aktd (Butler 1990, 1993b). Jen
Cas ukaze, zda se cCeSti studenti a studentky huménni geografie v téchto
pfistupech zhlédnou a pfisp&ji svou vlastni vyzkumnou cinnosti k rozvoji
jejich vlastniho chapani této problematiky v ¢eském kontextu.

3. PROSTOROVOST, INSTITUCIONALIZACE A
KONTEXTUALITA HETERONORMATIVITY: STUDIE
VYJEDNAVANI NEHETEROSEXUALNICH IDENTIT V CESKU

PITONAK, M. (2013): Prostorovost, institucionalizace a kontextualita
heteronormativity: studie vyjednavani neheterosexualnich identit v
Cesku. Gender, rovné prilezitosti, vyzkum. 2013. Vol. 14, no. 2,
pp. 27-40.

Ma tieti ptfiloZzena publikace je odbornym clankem, ktery se zaméfuje na
problém prostorovosti vyjednavani lidskych sexualnich identit. Ve svém
nazvu obsahuje tfi zdanlivé komplikované terminy: prostorovost,
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institucionalizaci a kontextualitu; nicméné vSechny tyto terminy jsem jiz ve
svém filozofickém a teoretickém tivodu predstavil. V této praci jsem se snazil
porozumét  stupni  povédomi, ktery maji  ne-heterosexudlové o
heteronormativité a zdali, poptipad¢ jak, ji vyjednavaji.

Hlavnim pfinosem tohoto ¢lanku je pak tedy formulace konceptu/ramce
kontextuality lidského jednani, které se vztahuje predevsim, ne vsak vylucné,
na kontextudlni vyjednavani lidskych identit v nejriizn&jich® prostorech a
mistech. Tento ramec jsem vystavél na zakladé diskuse nékolika vhodnych
socidlnich a socialné-kritickych teorii ¢i piistuptl, které se zabyvaji ponékud
tézko uchopitelnym problémem, jez je nejcastéji oznacovan jako ,,debata
struktura vs. aktér”. Zejména vychazim ze zékladni prace socialniho
konstruktivismu z kliové prace Bergera a Luckmanna o socidlni konstrukcei
reality (Berger, Luckmann 1991), jejich praci avSak doplnim (nebo alesponi
porovnavam) s dalSimi pracemi a ramci, které se touto problematikou
zabyvaly, predev§im pak s teorii strukturace (Giddens 1984), Foucaultovskym
chapanim moci (Foucault 1977, 1980), Goffmanovou dramaturgickou
analyzou (Goffman 1959) a chapanim performativity, kterou pfedstavila
Butler (Butler 1990, 1993b). Tyto pfistupy mi umoznily nahlédnout a
porozumét stupni zameérnosti nebo povédomi o vyjednavani lidskych
sexualnich identit (nebo moznosti jednani v jeho pozadi).

Teoretickd ¢ast tohoto ¢lanku dale kriticky ptehodnocuje, v psychologii
»tradicni® jednorozmérné chapani sexualnich identit a kritizuje ptrevladajici
predstavu, ve které je ,,coming-out® u ne-heterosexualli dosazitelnym
linearnim procesem (Meyer, Ouellette 2009; Verni 2009). Po vysvétleni
skute¢né  flexibility a multiplicity sexualnich identit ve formé
,»zaskfifiovanosti“ (closeting) a ,,proplouvani jako heteroseuxal® (passing)
prejdu k empirické c¢asti mého vyzkumu, ve které méfim vyjednavani
heteronormativity a jeji vnimani v nejriznéjSich prostorech na vzorku ne-
heterosexualnich lidi.

Za pouziti, v geografii sexualit pomérné¢ nekonvencni kvantitativni
metodologie, zamyslim méfit miru vnimané heteronormativity v nejrtiznéjsich
prostorech, které jsem vybral (viz fig. 1 u AJ verze shrnuti). Navrhl jsem
propracovany internetovy dotaznik, v ramci kterého jsem mohl U¢astnikiim
svého vyzkumu zobrazit peclivé vybrany soubor fotografii, jez mély
zprostiedkovat meteni tirovné vnimaného ,,sexualniho komfortu®, ktery jsem

¥ Fotografie zafazené do této studie jsou k nalezeni v ptilozeném ¢lanku.
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pouzil vramci své operacionalizace. Kazdému respondentovi byla vzdy
zobrazena piislusna fotografie a dvé rozdilné 10 stupnové skaly. Prvni skala
meéla za ukol merit Uroven relativniho sexudlniho komfortu (uspokojeni,
relativita tohoto pojmu byla nalezit€ vysvétlena, atd.), ucastnici si méli
predstavit, jak spokojené by se v daném misté/prostoru citili. Druha skala pak
slouzila k tomu, aby respondenti odhadli roven tohoto sexualniho komfortu,
ktery by v misté pocitovali, kdyby byli ,heterosexualni.“ To, co jsem tedy
vlastné méfil, nebyla hodnota na jedné nebo druhé skale, ale jejich rozdil,
ktery jsem pozdé&ji prevedl jako tzv. ,,index heteronormativity prostoru.* Jsem
presvédcen, ze mnou ziskané vysledky jsou zajimavé primarné ze dvou
divoda. Prvni vysledek jsem ocekaval, a ovéril jsem, Ze vétSinu prostort
respondenti vnimali heteronormativné. Vysledky tedy ukdzaly, ze ne-
heterosexualové se v téchto prostorech neciti ,,pohodIné/komfortné* a tento
fakt zvySuje pravdépodobnost jejich ,,proplouvani jako heterosexualnich®,
tedy skryvani jejich sexualni identity. Druhy vysledek byl ale velice zajimavy,
ve svém souboru fotografii prostorl jsem zahrnul i n¢kolik prostort, kde bylo
mozné zaznamenat viditelnou ,,gay symboliku“ jako naptiklad duhové vlajky
nebo explicitni projev stejnopohlavni naklonnosti (jejich performance). Zjistil
jsem, ze ne-heterosexualové predpokladaji, Zze se heterosexualové nebudou
citit ,,pohodlné* v nejriznéjSich ,,gay prostorech, a tim odkryl jasné
predpoklady existence ,,homo-normativity*. VE&fim, ze tento ¢lanek poskytuje
vice kontextu pro geografické chapani flexibilnitho vyjednévani lidskych
sexualnich identit (Gill Valentine 1993).

4. EKONOMICKE, KULTURNI A SOCIALNi FAKTORY V POZADI
ROZVOJE GAY PODNIKU A MIST: SITUACE V EVROPSKE
UNII

GABIAM, K., PITONAK, M. (2014): Ekonomické, kulturni a socialni
faktory v pozadi rozvoje gay podnikli a mist: situace v Evropské unii.
Moravian Geographical Reports [online]. 1 January 2014. Vol. 22,
no. 3, pp. 2-17. (IF=0.341)

Ctvrty ¢lanek, publikovany v odborném &asopise jsem napsal spoleéné
s kolegou Koessanem Gabiamem z Université Libre de Bruxelles a jeho
zakladem je empiricky vyzkum, jehoz hlavnim cilem je objevit a vysvétlit
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distribu¢ni vzorce nejriznéjSich gay podniki a variabilitu gay mist v ramci EU
27, Norska a Svycarska. K tomuto téelu ¢lanek stavi na unikatnim datovém
zdroji, velmi §irokém mezinarodnim ,,gay* turistickém privodci Spartacus
International Gay Guide 2007. Vramci vyzkumu jsme vybrali 27 typl
proménnych (rtiznych typti gay podnikii a mist’ a omezili jsme je pouze na
data z mést, ktera maji vice nez 100 tis. obyvatel (coz bylo dohromady 168
meést). Abychom byli schopni identifikovat nejdilezitéjsi vztahy mezi
jednotlivymi proménnymi, vyuzili jsme induktivné statistickou metodu,
analyzu hlavnich komponent (PCA). Vyuzitim kvantitativni metodologie,
podobné jako v pfedchozim c¢lanku, jsme méli za cil pfispét k vyuZivani
kvantitativnich metod v oboru geografii sexualit a poukazat na to, zZe je mozné
je pouzivat i vné jejich ,,reprezentativniho® modu produkce veédéni.

Na popisné urovni jsme potvrdili pfimo Gumérny vztah mezi populacni
velikosti mésta a poctem registrovanych ,,gay mist, nicméné jsme rovnéz
zaznamenali podstatné odchylky ve velikosti populace statu a poctem ,,gay
mist.”“ Napftiklad jsme zaznamenali 92 ,,gay mist ve 40 milionovém Polsku,
ale 97 obdobnych mist v Cesku, které méa jen 10 milionti obyvatel. Na§ hlavni
cil, se tak z ¢asti zaméfil 1 na zodpovézeni téchto evidentnich regionalnich
rozdilnosti, vyuZili jsme k tomu interpretativni analyzu a induktivni statistiku
(PCA).

Prvni komponenta (CP1), kterou jsme na zakladé nasi analyzy
zaznamenali, nejvice pozitivn€ korelovala s restauracemi a hotely, a nejméné
s gay holandami."” Tuto komponentni ,,osu“ jsme interpretovali na zakladé
komfortu (zna¢ny vliv turizmu), urbanni-hierarchie (dominance mést) a
komodifikace ,,gaystvi.“ Komfort, turizmus i urbanni-hierarchie mohou byt
najednou vysvétleny komodifikaci, protoze komfort je spojen s turizmem a ten
je casto vysledkem propagace a méstského markentigu gay ctvrti (gay
villages).

Zaznamenali jsme Ctyfi skupiny mést, které mély pozitivni hodnoty na
CP1. Prvni skupina zahrnovala narodni metropole jako Berlin, Pafiz, Londyn,
Madrid, Amsterdam, Brusel, Prahu, Rim, Budapest’, Kodan, Tallinn a Lublan.
Druhé skupina obsahovala mésta s pfinejmensim 500 tis. obyvateli (Hamburg,

Naptiklad, moédni obchody, bary, apartmany, cestovni kancelare, kina,
zdravotnické skupiny, turistické infostanky, kavarny, holandy (viz dalsi poznamka),
sauny, hotely, atd., vS§echna mista byla pfifazena k danému méstu.

1%V angli¢ting se uziva termin ,,cruising spot,“ jedna se o nejriizn&ji mista, ve
kterych predevsim gayové vyhledavaji sexualni kontakt.
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Kolin nad Rynem, Norimberk, Curych, Milan, Barcelona, Antverpy,
Edinburgh, Florencii, Benatky a Nice). Ve tfeti skupin¢ byla prominentni
mésta jako Montpellier, Bologna, Frankfurt, Pisa, Vigo, Drazd’any, Bruggy a
Charleroi), a ctvrtou skupinu meést predstavovala piimoiska letoviska (Las
Palmas de Gran Canaria, Blackpool, Sitges, Mykonos, Ibiza nebo Viareggio).
V protikladu k témto pozitivné zastoupenym meéstim se v souvislosti s touto
osou gay komodifikace vynofila dal$i skupina mést, z nichz nékteré meély
lehce niz$i nez primérnou vybavenost ,,gay misty* (Dublin, Lisabon, Oslo,
Stockholm, Helsinki, Atény a Vilnius) nebo znacné niz8§i vybavenost
(Lucemburk, Riga, Bratislava, Bukurest a Sofie). Tyto rozdilnosti v ramci
druhé skupiny jsme vysvétlili tim, Ze se se jedna bud’ o bohaté regiony, ve
kterych jiz dlouhodobé probiha proces gay komodifikace (Gay, Oslo a
Helsinki), nebo o méné bohaté ¢i izolované regiony, které nebyly efektim
komodifikace a dal$im ,,zapadnim‘ diskurzim kapitalizmu vystaveny jesté
dostatecn¢ dlouhou dobu (Atény, Vilnius, Riga, Bratislava, Bukurest' a Sofie).

Druha komponenta (CP2) byla pak uzce spjata s komponentou prvni.
V tomto pfipad¢ vSak silné¢ pozitivni korelace u gay bart kontrastovaly
s negativnimi korelacemi u gay turistickych infostanki, gay porno kiny, a
s pfitomnosti zdravotnickych zatfizeni. Na zaklad¢ nasi interpretativni analyzy
téchto vztahli jsme usoudili, Ze je tento vzorec vlastni ,,0se” sociability
(viditelnosti), tj. ,,zaskfiovanosti (neviditelnosti), kde nenapadné a skryté
gay subkultury stoji v kontrastu kviditeInéjsimi a otevienéjSimi
mainstreamovymi gay subkulturami. Vysledky CP2 tak nejvyrazngji ukazaly
na rozdily v distribunich vzorech mezi Italii (ktera zlstava ptredevsSim
neviditelnd) a Némeckem (jeZ je dominantné otevieng).

Ztetelné rozdily na obou komponentdch (CP1 and CP2, viz fig. 2 u AJ
verze) tak jasn€ naznacuji, Ze ekonomické intepretace t€chto fenoménti nejsou
dostacujici, potfebovali jsme proto vyvinout citlivéjsi interpretativni pfistup,
ktery by zahrnoval také dal$i politické a kulturni faktory. Zprvu jsme
porovnali nase vysledky s daty ohledné posunii ve spolecenskych hodnotach
celych stati smérem k post-materializmu (Inglehart, Welzel 2005), poté jsme
se hledali ptekryvy srozvojem narodnich legislativ na poli homosexuality
(Waaldijk 2000), a kone¢né¢ potom, co jsme prostudovali nejriznéjsi
sociologické a nevladni vyzkumné zpravy, navrhli jsme vlastni interpretativni
ramec, v ramci kterého jsme zkombinovali nejriiznéjsi ekonomické, kulturni a
socidlni faktory. Tento ramec jsme posléze aplikovali na vysvétleni
prevladajicich hodnot vramci danych spoleCnosti, pfedev§im pak
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k porozuméni charakteru heteronormativity na této makro-tirovni. Na jednu
stranu nam to pomohlo vysvétlit, pro¢ se distribucni vzorce gay mist
v urcitych evropskych regionech staly vice viditelné a komodifikované a na
druhou stranu pro¢ urcité¢ dal$i regiony vyvinuly jiné vice nendpadné
podprahové zptisoby ,,vytvateni gay mist.
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CONCLUSION

It is not so long ago that a research study on sexualities in Czech human
geography would be virtually impracticable; 1 wanted to present an
understanding that has a potential for facilitating it beyond the margins of my
own research. From the experience of Anglo-Saxon geographies of sexualities,
it is clear that geographers play an important role in understanding and
researching various phenomena regarding human sexualities such as of the
ways in which the immaterial translates into the material and vice versa.
However, lest we forget, the current sensitivity to difference in the Anglo-
American geographical context did not become appreciated just like that
without an effort and procuration of the necessary disciplinary environment.
Pioneers such as Barbara Weightman, Bob McNee and E. M. Ettore (Knopp
2010) were among the first few geographers who were bold enough to “clash”
with others and prove that sexualities are an inherent part of geography’s most
general subject matter. Later, mostly Anglo-American geographers like
Mickey Lauria, Lawrence Knopp, Linda McDowell, Jon Binnie, David Bell,
Gill Valentine and many others have contributed to the consolidation of this
field of research and have produced respectable amount of knowledge. And
when I say Anglo-American, I most certainly do not want to overlook the
development in the field of geographies of sexualities that took place “down-
under” in Australia and New Zealand (Johnston, Longhurst 2008; Brickell
2000; Waitt, Markwell, Gorman-Murray 2008) nor I want to overlook the
current heyday of geographies of sexualities in Ibero-America (Ferreira,
Salvador 2014; Silva, Vieira 2014; Hutta 2013).

My research in the field of geographies of sexualities thus can be
understood either in terms of “new” social geography, “new” economic
geography, “new” cultural geography, or perhaps better as research in the field
of post-structuralist or postmodern geography. This “new,” that may often be
read offensively since it creates the “old,” should stand for being sensitive to
difference, having developed an understanding of relationality, and perhaps
most importantly having developed an understanding that geographical
research does not study reality itself but instead representations of it. I do not
want my research to be read as being in opposition to the “old;” for a
postmodernist, time does not go straight. Sometimes it feels necessary to go
back and revisit what some may call “old”. Many scholars who have passed
long ago still inform our ideas, and, without developing a truly deep
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understanding of their ideas and thoughts, we may never understand those that
were based upon them.

For me and for most of the scholars that I put into conversation in this
thesis, space is not “out there” to be discovered by some objective,
disembodied researcher, but instead quite the opposite: we are part of space
not only through our bodies but through our relations which take place in
space, and at the same time contribute to its production, to production of
meanings. It is “the performative” and “deconstructive” that should remind us
that it is never finished, never complete, never fixed. The same applies to
human identity or better to human subjectivity. All of these categories need to
be perpetually discursively (re)produced and (re)constructed. Furthermore,
neither of these categories is universal, and there can be found many variations
that have developed across different semantic spaces, giving birth to certain
and diverse identities with specific, (dis)similar material cultures and adjacent
material spaces that help replicate or recreate them. Spaces such as various
carnivals, gay bars, or gay villages are all material manifestations of culturally
(and indeed semantically) created phenomena that once have been given to the
culture by a limited number of people (during the process of
institutionalization).

By using post-structuralism and various other theories in this thesis, | made
it possible to ask difficult questions in geography, questions like: where do the
meanings take concrete material forms and how do these material forms in
turn influence those meanings? How are identities or spaces created, and how
can be their immaterial quality transformed in society to take material forms?

I find it truly perturbing that these questions have mostly been answered by
scholarships in several social and humane disciplines, and Czech human
geography has still so little to say about it or so few to speak for it. Similarly
as feminist geographers have proven the discipline of geography to be
masculinist, geographers of sexualities have pointed it out to be heterosexist
and heteronormative. Geographers and other social scientists researching
sexualities have all paid considerable attention to developing and adopting
tools (such as queer theory), allowing them to examine the production of
sexual identities. However, as a number of scholars have stressed, queering
geography as a discipline itself is still largely missing. I hope the presented
thesis has made a first step towards queering of geography and provided
comprehensible insights into post-structuralism.
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ZAVER

Neni tomu tak davno, kdy byl vyzkum zaméfeny na sexuality v Ceském
geografickém prostiedi prakticky nemozny. V této disertaci jsem jiz ale chtél
tuto problematiku predstavit takovym zptsobem, ktery ma potencial prekonat
hranice mého vlastniho vyzkumu. Ze zkuSenosti z anglosaskych geografii
sexualit je zfejmé, Ze geografové hraji vyznamnou roli ve zkoumani a chapani
nejriznéj$ich fenoménti, které se tykaji lidskych sexualit, naptiklad jsou
schopni pfispét k porozuméni toho, jak se imateridlni méni ¢i preklada
v materialni a naopak. Domnivam se vSak, Ze stoji za pfipomenuti, ze
soucasna citlivost k diferenci (napt. v mém pfipad¢ k riznym sexualitdm), se
kterou se dnes bézné setkdme v angloamerickych geografickych kontextech,
nevznikla jen tak z ni¢eho nic, ale je disledkem znacného Usili které nejprve
proménilo disciplinarni klima geografie. Prikopnici jako Barbara Weightman,
Bob McNee and E. M. Ettore (Knopp 2010) jsou mezi tim malem prvnich
dostatecn¢ odvaznych geografl, jez se zacali s ostatnimi ,,pfit™ a dokazali, ze
sexuality neodmyslitelné patfi i do nejobecnéjsiho predmétu studia geografie.
Pozd¢ji, stale pfevazné angloameriCti geografové, jako Mickey Lauria,
Lawrence Knopp, Linda McDowell, Jon Binnie, David Bell, Gill Valentine a
mnoho dalSich prispéli ke konsolidaci tohoto oboru tim, ze produkovali
uctyhodné mnozstvi presvédcivého védéni. Kdyz pisi o angloamerickych
geografech, nesmim za zadnych okolnosti piehlédnout rozvoj v geografiich
sexualit, ke kterému doslo u ,,protinozcti” v Australii a na Novém Zélandé
(Johnston, Longhurst 2008; Brickell 2000; Waitt, Markwell, Gorman-Murray
2008) a rovnéz nemohu opomenout souCasny rozmach geografii sexualit
v Iberoamerice (Ferreira, Salvador 2014; Silva, Vieira 2014; Hutta 2013).

Muj vlastni vyzkum v oblasti geografii sexualit mtze byt oborové chapan
ruzné. Lze ho povazovat za soucast ,,nové socialni, ,,nové* ekonomické nebo
,»noveé* kulturni geografie, anebo mozna jest¢ 1épe a obecnéji za soucast post-
strukturalistické ¢i postmoderni geografie. Ono ,,nové™ mulze byt chapano
ofensivné, protoze ze své podstaty vytvaii ,,staré”. Domnivam se ale, ze by
radéji mélo byt chapano jako senzitivni k diferenci, uvédomélé si vztahovosti,
nebo mozna lépe jako stav, ve kterém jiz bylo pochopeno, ze geograficky
vyzkum nestuduje realitu samu o sob¢, ale spiSe jeji reprezentace. Nechci
proto, aby mtlj vyzkum byl chapén v opozici ke ,starému®, protoze pro
postmodernistu se ¢as nepohybuje jen kupiedu. Nékdy, tedy vlastné v podstaté
Casto, je nutné vratit se zpét a navstivit to, co by néktefi mohli nazvat
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Hstarym.“ MySlenky mnoha davnych ucencl jest¢ dnes poskytuji nové
podnéty a bez jejich hlubokého pochopeni nemtizeme byt schopni pochopit ¢i
rozvijet myslenky, jeZ z nich vychazeji.

Nejen pro mé, ale i pro vétSinu vyzkumniki, jejichz prace v této disertaci
davam do souvislosti, neni prostor nékde ,,tam venku*, neceka na své objeveni
néjakym objektivnim a téla zbavenym vyzkumnikem, ale pravé naopak, jsme
jeho soucasti skrze nase t¢la, ale i skrze vztahy, které se v prostoru odehravaji,
a zaroven tim pfispivaji k jeho produkci a k produkci jeho vyznami. Ono
zminované ,performativni a ,dekonstruktivni“ by nam mélo neustale
pfipominat, Ze nic neni ukoncené, kompletni a fixni. To stejné pak plati pro
lidské identity, nebo 1épe lidské subjektivity. VSechny tyto kategorie potfebuji
neustalou diskurzivni (re)produkci a (re)konstrukei. Dale si je tfeba uvédomit,
ze zadnd ztéchto kategorii neni univerzalni a lze vzdy nalézt mnoho
nejruznéjsich variaci, které se vyvinuly v nestejnych sémantickych prostorech,
a daly tak vzniknout specifickym a rozmanitym identitdm se specifickymi a
(ne)podobnymi materialnimi kulturami i pfilehlymi materidlnimi prostory,
které je napomadhaji replikovat a znovuvytvofit. Prostory jako nejriznéjsi
karnevaly, gay bary, nebo gay vesnice jsou vSechny materialnimi projevy
kulturné (a jisté i sémanticky) tvorenych fenoménd, které byly kdysi vtistény
do kultury urc¢itym omezenym poctem lidi (béhem procesu institucionalizace).

Diky aplikaci post-strukturalismu a nejrtiznéjsich dalSich teorii jsem si
v této praci mohl polozit nékteré obtizné¢ geografické otazky jako: Kde
nabyvaji vyznamy konkrétnich materialnich forem a jak tyto materialni formy
posléze ovliviiuji tyto vyznamy? Jak a kterymi zplsoby jsou identity a
prostory vytvafeny a jak mohou byt jejich imaterialni kvality
pretransformovany ve spolecnosti tak, aby nabyly materidlnich podob?

Povazuji za skutecné znepokojujici, ze podobné otazky byly zodpovézeny
vybranymi socidlnimi a humanitnimi disciplinami, ale Ceskd humanni
geografie se k nim stale vyjadiuje jen okrajové a existuje jen velmi omezeny
pocet geografl, ktefi o nich dokazi diskutovat. Podobné jako feminististické
geografie prokazaly, ze jako disciplina je geografie maskulinisticka, tak
geografové sexualit poukazali na to, Ze je heterosexisticka a heteronormativni.
Geografove a dalsi socialni védci vénovali znacnou pozornost rozvoji a piijeti
nastroji (jako naptiklad queer teorie), které jim umoznily zkoumat produkci
sexualnich identit. Je vSak tfeba mit na paméti to, co mnoho vyzkumnika jiz
zduraznilo: Ze queerovani geografie jako védni discipliny stale jeSte v podstate
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nezacalo. Doufam proto, Zze predlozend prace v tomto ohledu ucinila prvni
krok a poskytla zaroven i srozumitelny vhled do post-strukturalismu.
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