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CONCEPT OF CULTURAL GEOGRAPHY AS A SCIENCE
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Abstract: Cultural geography was created as a reaction on geographic determinism and static descriptive approach in 
researching of the characteristics of cultural elements and forms distribution in classical anthropogeography. An American 
geographer Carl Sauer (1925) is considered to be its founder, although its aspects were present in Anthropogeography 
and Human geography (Géographie humaine) before. Even today, Cultural geography is de7 ned differently - as a strict 
science with its methodological apparatus, or as an aspect or way of looking in geography. Sauer has de7 ned this science 
in the spirit of possibilistic concept of geography of Paul Vidal de la Blache. In the spirit of this concept Jovan Cviji<’s 
Serbian anthropogeography school was developed, which also has expressive cultural-geographical aspect. The aim of 
this paper is to discuss issues of subject and methodological essence of Cultural geography in the light of different 
approaches and directions of development.
Key words: Cultural geography, culturology, anthropogeography, cultural landscape, landshaft.
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��� ������� (�
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4	�
#�, 
	��
�
) �� ���
�	�
 � ��
������! ���	�� 
(XIII ���), ��
���
 ���	!
 ����	�
��� 	 ���-
�	�	�
�	 – ���
4	�
�	 ��!&� (agriculture, 
civiculture, horticulture). ?� �� !��
�� �	�	 
��
���� „���
��!“ �
!�� �����
, �.�. ��$��-

INTRODUCTION

The word culture (lat. culture - cultivation, 
production) appeared in French language (XIII 
century), followed by the words of a cultiva-
tor and cultivate - to cultivate the land (agri-
culture, civic culture, horticulture). It had to be 
followed by “cultivating” the man, i.e. spiri-
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tual culture. In this sense, philosopher Voltaire 
(eighteenth century) has used this term in a 
broad sense of meaning “spirit, nature, preju-
dice, cults, arts and crafts” of people. This 
word was considered to be synonymous with 
civilization until the nineteenth century, and it 
is still in France and America (Zelinsky, 1973). 
However, if the man is civilized, does not nec-
essarily mean that he is cultured, and vice ver-
sa. What’s the difference? In general, we can 
say that the culture is a practice, and the civili-
zation is achievement of ethnos.

In the various de7 nitions, the term of cul-
ture has three meanings: traditional, learned 
and “humanized” (as opposed to genetic, in-
stinctive, “barbarian”). Thus, the concept of 
culture encompasses everything that a man has 
not received from nature, but gained by learn-
ing and tradition within social groups. These 
can be different things - language, religion, 
historic memory, literature, aesthetic prefer-
ences, relationship with nature, customs, moral 
standards and rules. According to the model 
of Huxley (Huxsley, 1966) which 7 ts into the 
chorological concept of geography, in broad 
sense, culture is consisting of a set of super-
structures of socio-economic life:

1. Mentalfacts - mentally connects people 
in a spiritual and moral community (re-
ligion, language, magic, folklore, tradi-
tion, art, literature, science).

2. Sociofacts - connects people in one 
social community (family relations, 
gender relations, the principles of the 
upbringing of children, political culture 
and the culture of communication).

3. Artifacts - connects society with mate-
rial (living) environment (forms of pro-
duction and economic activity, which 
allow the basic needs of man in food, 
housing, and means of communication 
to be satis7 ed).

��! �������!. � ��! �!	��� +����� (XVIII 
���) �� �������	� �
� ���
! � *	��! ��
��#� 
� �!	��� „��$
, �
�
�	, �����
���
, �����-
�
, �!������	 	 �
�
�
“ �
���
. =�
 ��� �� 
�!
��
�
 �	���	!�! �
  �	
	�	���	�� ��� 
�� XIX ���
, 
 �� �� 	 �
�
� � ^�
������� 	 
`!��	�	 (Zelinsky, 1973). '�
�, 
�� �� ����� 
�	�	�	���
�, �� !��
 �
 ��
�	 �
 �� 	 �����-
�
�, 	 �������. � ��!� �� �
��	�
? ���*�� 
!�"�!� ���	 �
 �� ������
 ��
��
, 
 �	�	�	-
�
�	�
 �����	�
 �����
. 

� �
��	�	�	! ���	�	�	�
!
 ���
! ���-
���� 	!
 ��	 �!	����
 ��
��#
: ��
�	�	-
��
���, �
����� 	 „���������“ (�������� 
��������!, 	���	���	���!, „�
��
����!“). 
>
���, ���
! ������� ���$�
�
 ��� ��� *�� 
����� �	�� ���	� �� ��	���� ��� �� ����
� 
���#�! 	 ��
�	�	��! ����
� ���	�
��� ���-
��, 
 �� !��� �	�	 �
��	�	�� ���
�	 – ���	�, 
���	�	�
, 	���	���� �
!��#�, �	���
���
, 
�������� ���������	��, ����� ���!
 ��	-
���	, ��	�
�	, !��
��� ���!� 	 ��
�	�
. 
�� !����� q
���	�
 (Huxsley, 1966; ���!
: 
q
����, 1979), ���	 �� ���
�
 � $�����*�	 
������� �����
�	�� (��. 1), ������� � *	��! 
�!	��� �	�	 ���� �������������
 ���*���-
��-�����!���� "	���
: 

1. 
���	����	 – !���
��� �������� 
&��� � ����� ��$���� 	 !��
��� 
�
����	�� (���	�	�
, ���	�, !
�	�
, 
�������, �!���	��� ��
�	�	��, �#	-
"������, �
��
).  

2. ���	�����	 – �������� &��� � ����� 
���	�
��� �
����	�� (�����	��	 ��-
���	, �����	 !�4� �����	!
, ��	�-
�	�	 �
��	�
#
 ����, ���	�	��
 ���-
���
, ������
 ��!��	�
�	�
). 

3. ��������	 – �������� ���*��� � 
!
���	�
���! ("	�����!) ����	��! 
(���	�	 ���	������-�����!��� ��-
�
�����	, ���	 �!������� �
 �� �
-
����&� ������� ������� �����
 � 
$�
�	, ��
���
#�, �������	!
 ��!�-
�	�	�
#
). 
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Fig. 1. Schematic three-dimensional model 
of culture 

SOURCES OF CULTURAL-GEOGRAPHIC 
IDEAS

Culturology of nineteenth and twentieth cen-
tury has only indicated possible ways of apply-
ing of geographic approach in the researches of 
culture. Questions of driving forces of develop-
ment and regularities of distribution of cultural 
elements and complexes, which appear as the 
key questions for cultural geography, were 7 rst 
asked in historiosophy, anthropology and cultur-
ology, in the form of stadial-evolutionary con-
cepts of the development of civilizations (Gr;i<, 
2005d). However, culturology couldn’t solve 
speci7 c geographical problems, for example, de-
termining the cultural boundaries and differen-
tiation of the world cultural space. These issues 
were launched the development of geography 
towards anthropogeography, geography of man, 
and 7 nally - cultural geography.

��. 1. ��������	 ����	����	�����	 ����� 
������� (���	���	, 1989)

'�+=�' ��|?��}=-�~=��̀ ^��'q 
'>~-`

����������	�
 XIX – XX ���
 �
!� �� �
-
��
�	�
 !����� ������ ��	!��� �����
����� 
��	����
 � 	���
"	�
#	!
 �������. �	�
#
 
������
��	$ ��
�
 �
����
 	 �
����!����-
��	 �
�������
#�#
 �������	$ ���!��
�
 	 
��!�����
, ���
 �� �
�&
�� �
� �&���	 �
 ���-
����� �����
�	��, �
���� �� �	�
 ����
�&��
 
� 	����	����	�	, 
���������	�	 	 �������-
���	�	, � �	�� ��
�	�
���-������	��	$ ���-
����	�
 �
����
 �	�	�	�
�	�
 (���	�, 2005�). 
����������	�
 	�
� �	�� !���
 ��*	�	 ���-
�	�	��� �����
���� ������!�, �
� *�� ��, 
����4	�
#� �������	$ ��
�	�
 	 �	�����-
�	�
�	�
 �������� ��������� �������
. ?
 �	-
�
#
 �� ��������
 �
���� �����
�	�� � ��
��� 

�����������
�	��, �����
�	�� �����
 	 ��-
�
��� – �������� �����
�	��.
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Fig. 2. Sources of cultural-geographical ideas

1. Geodeterministic concept was 
characteristic for the classic Anthropogeography 
as the science of relationship between the man 
and the environment. The main theoretical basis 
of “early” anthropogeography was geographical 
materialism of French enlightenment (C. 
Montesquieu, J. J. Rousseau and others), 
philosophical system of G. Hegel and scienti7 c 
systems of German geographers A. Humboldt 
and C. Ritter. Carl Ritter (1852) believed that 
man with his culture plays an exclusive role 
in the historical process of formation of the 
Earth and that is his Divine calling. It can be 
said that Ritter was a herald of humanistic 
and culturological principles in geography. 
Rejecting the materialism of the enlightenment, 
he emphasized the metaphysical dimension 
of man and the world. Gradually, the scope 
of culture extends to the material culture. F. 
Ratzel, enthusiastic proponent of geographical 
determinism, also dealt with researches of 
cultural diffusion and cultural adaptation. 
Then, it was moved to more comprehensive, 
multifactor studies. Relationships of social 
development with the territory are the basis for 
de7 ning cultural regions (Hettner, 1927).

��. 2. ��
��	 ��������-���������	� 	����

1. 	�!"����#���$����� �!�%�&� �	� �� 
�
�
����	��	�
� �
 ��
�	��� 
����������-
�
�	�� �
� �
��� � ������ 	�!�4� �����
 	 
��	����� ����	��. ��
��
 ����	���
 �����
 
„�
��“ 
�����������
�	�� �	� �� �����
���	 
!
���	�
�	�
! ��
�����	$ �������	��&
 
(�. 
��������, �. �. ���� 	 ����	), �	��-
�����	 �	���! �. q����
 	 �
���	 �	���!	 
��!
��	$ �����
�
 `. q�!����
 	 �. �	��-
�
. �
�� �	��� (1852) �� �!
��
�, �
 ����� 
�
 �����! �������! 	��
 	��&��	�� ����� � 
	����	����! ������� ���!	�
#
 ��!&� 	 � 
��!� �� #���� ��"
���	 ���	�. 
�"� �� ���	 
�
 �� �	��� �	� ����	� $�!
�	��	���� 	 ���-
������*��� �
���
 � �����
�	�	. =��
�	���	 
!
���	�
�	�
! �������	��&���
, �� �� �
��
-
�	� !��
�	�	��� �	!���	�� �����
 	 ����
. 
��������� ���$�
� ������� �� ���*	���� �
 
!
���	�
��� �������. ^. �
���, ���*��&��	 
�
������	� �����
����� �����!	�	�!
, �
-
�	� �� 	 	���
"	�
#	!
 �������� �	���	�� 
	 �������� 
�
��
�	��. ����! �� ���*�� �
  
��	!�	�
, !���	�
������
 	���
"	�
#
. 
�
��	�
�� �� ���� � ���	���	��! (���!), ���� 
�� �����
 �
 ���	�	�
#� �������	� ������ 
(Hettner, 1927).  
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As geographers, and culturologists in early 
20th century, put accent on the role of natural 
factors in culturogenesis. Famous American 
school of C. Wissler (1923), who is one of the 
creators of the concept of culture area, was 
working in that direction. The terms “cultural 
ecology” and “human ecology” appear. Finally, 
famous followers of geographical determinism 
Ellen Churchill Semple (1911), Ellsworth 
Huntington (1907), Albert Perry Brigham 
(1903), and others, betray their works.

2. Possibilistic concept has caught deep 
roots in the cultural and social geography. In fact, 
in the early 20th century French geographer Paul 
Vidal de la Blache noted that natural conditions 
do not determine, but give the possibilities 
(posibilité) for the progress of civilization. The 
way to using the possibilities depends on factors 
that form a natural-anthropogenic landscapes or 
sceneries (pays), such as:

• A way of life of the population (genre de 
vie), or culture,

• Immediate functional environment 
(milieu), understood as a creative social 
choice.

Vidal especially respected spiritual culture 
and the role of immaterial values in the formation 
of region. He de7 ned culture (fr. civilization), as 
a source of ideas, values, customs and beliefs. 
These elements are included in the notion of a 
way of life (genre de vie), which is re� ected in 
the elements of material culture in a given region 
(e.g., local architecture, original instruments and 
tools, land use, natural features and folkloric 
characteristics of the population) (P. Blache, 
1922). Culture is present in the environment 
through its elements, created by the interaction of 
man and nature. Development of this possibility 
conception have led Vidal de la Blache to the 
comprehension that culture gives the creative 
and destructive forces to man, that make it 
independent of environmental determinism (��-
��
���, 2004). 

�
�� �����
�	, �
�� 	 ����������	 �����-
��! 20. �., ��
�&
�� 
����
� �
 ����� ��	���-
�	$ �
����
 � ������������	. � ��!� ��
��� 
�
�	�
 �� ����
�
 
!��	��
 *���
 �. +	���-
�
, ������ �� ����
�
 �������	�� culture area. 
���
�&��� �� ���!��	 „�������
 ������	�
“ 	 
„������	�
 �����
“ (human ecology). ���
���, 
	��
�� ����� �
���� ��
!��	�	 �������	�	 ��-
���
����� �����!	�	�!
 ~��� @���	� ��!��, 
~������ q
��	�����, `����� ���	 ��	�$�! 	 
����	. 

2. �����������	
� 
���
�� �� �$�
�	� 
������ ������ � ��������� 	 ���	�
���� ����-
�
�	�	. }
	!�, �������! 20. ���
 ��
�����	 
�����
� ��� +	�
� �� �
 ��
* �� 	��
�
� �
 
��	����	 �����	 �� �����!	�	*�, ��� �
�� 
!��������	 (posibilité) �
 �	�	�	�
�	���	 
�������. }
�	� ���	*��#
 !��������	 �
-
�	�	 �� �
����
 ���	 ���!	�
�� ��	�����-

���������� ������� 	�	 ����
"� (pays), �
� 
*�� ��:

• �
�	� "	���
 ��
����	*��
 (genre de 
vie) 	�	 ������
,

• ���������� �����	��
��� ����"�#� 
(milieu), �$�
���� �
� ���
�
�
��	 
���*����	 	����.

+	�
� �� ������� ��
"	� ��$���� �����-
�� 	 ����� ��!
���	�
��	$ ��������	 � ���-
!	�
#� ���	��
. =� �� ���	�	�
� ������� 
(�
 ��
������! civilization), �
� 	���� 	���
, 
��������	, ��	�
�
 	 �����
#
. =�	 ���!���	 
�� �
��"� � ���!� „�
�	� "	���
“ (genre de 
vie), ���	 �� �����
 � ���!���	!
 !
���	�
�-
�� ������� � �
��! ���	��� (���. ���
���� 

�$	������	, ��	�	�
��	! 	�����!���	!
 	 
���4	!
, �
�	�� ���	*��#
 ��!&	*�
, �	-
�	��	! ���
!
 	 ��������	! ���������	!
 
��
����	*��
). ������
 ��	�������� ���� 
����� ���!���� � ����	�	, ��������� !�4�-
�������! �����
 	 ��	���� (��. 3). �
���� �� 
���	�	�	��	��� 	���� ����� �� +	�
� �� �
 
��
*
 �� �$�
�
#
, �
 ������
 �
�� ������ 
���
�
�
��� 	 ��*	�
��� ��
��, ���� �
 �	�� 
���
�	��	! �� �����!	�	�!
 ��	����� ���-
�	�� (����
���, 2004).
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Fig. 3. The unity of human actions within a single 
space (Vidal de la Blache)(sources: Vidal de la Blache, 

1922, Elements de la geographie humaine; 
���
���
, 2004)

��. 3.  ���	���
� �����	� !����!��� � !������� 
!� "	��� �� �� ���#� (	�
��	: Vidal de la Blache, 

1922, Elements de la geographie humaine; 
���
���
, 2004)
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3. The concept of cultural landscape 
(ger. - Landschaft, fr. - Pays, ser. - predeo), 
comes from the American geographer with 
German origin, C. O. Sauer (1925). Sauer was 
coryphaeus of Californian (Berkeley’s) school 
of cultural geography, which is similar to cul-
tural evolutionism and diffusionism, in con-
trast to Middle West School (Chicago school), 
which suggests the functionalist approach and 
puts accent on social ecology. The synthesis 
of these two directions assumes that the de-
velopment of cultural complexes occurs in 
certain functional frameworks. The functional 
diagram of human activity in a given environ-
ment, and cultural origin of appropriate life-
style is also considered in this way. In basic of 
all is the unique cultural process.

Sauer believed that geographical deter-
minism is incorrect, and geography shouldn’t 
be defined as the research of impact of sur-
rounding environment, because it shouldn’t 
be a priori considered that natural factors af-
fecting the formation of the cultural layer. The 
natural effect, by his opinion, should not be 
underestimated, nor denied, also, it should not 
be base for cultural-geographic researches. He 
proposes the concept of cultural landscape in-
stead, which is, in his performance, formed by 
the formula: “Culture is the agens, the natu-
ral environment is the medium, and the cul-
tural landscape is the result”. In other words, 
the emphasis is transferred from the study of 
the impact of natural conditions on the cul-
ture, which is characteristic for the classical 
anthropogeography and geodeterminstic con-
ceptions, to the human geography in which 
the culture is an independent factor in shaping 
cultural landscape.

3. ����
����� 
�������� �
����� 
(��!. – landschaft, ����. – landscape, ��. – 
pays, ��. – ������), ���	�� �� 
!��	���� ��-
���
�
 ��!
���� ������
 �. �
���
 (1925). 
�
��� �� �	� ���	��� $��	����	���� (%��-
��	��
���) #���� �������� �����
�	��, ���
 
�� ��	��
 ��������! ������	��	�!� 	 �	-
���	��	�!�, �
 �
��	�� �� *���� ����#�� 
�
�
�
 (�	�
*��), ���
 �����
"� �����	�-
�
�	��	��	 ��	���� 	 ��
�&
 
����
� �
 
���	�
��� ������	��. �	����� �
 ��
 ��
�-
�
 ��������
�&
, �
 �
���� �������	$ ��!-
�����
 �
��
�� � ����4��	! �����	��
�-
�	! ���	�	!
. }
 �
� �
�	� �
�!
��
 �� 	 
�����	��
��
 �$�!
 &����� ���
�����	 � 
�
��� ����	�	, 	 �������� ������� �����
-
�
����� �
�	�
 "	���
. � �����	 ����
 �� 
���	������ �������	 ������. 

�
��� �� �!
��
� �
 �����
���	 �����-
!	�	�
! �	�� ������
�, �� �
 �����
�	�� 
�� ����
 ���	�	�
�	 �
� 	���
"	�
#� ��	-
�
�
 ������ ����	��, ��*�� �� ����
 
��	-
��	 �!
��
�	, �
 ��	����	 �
����	 ��	�� 
�
 ���!	�
#� ��������� ����
. ��	����	 
��	�
�, �� #�����! !	*&�#�, �� ����
 �	 
�����#	�
�	, �	 ���	�
�	, 
�	 �� �� ���-
�
 �
 ���� � �����	 ��������-�����
���	$ 
	���
"	�
#
. �!���� ���
 �� �����
"� 
�������	�� ��������� !����&�, ���	 ��, � 
#������ ������
�	, ���!	�
 �� ���!��	: 
„������
 �� 
����, ��	����
 ����	�
 �� !�-
�	��!, �������	 ����
" �� ������
�“ (��. 
4). >���	! ���	!
, 
����
� �� ������	 �
 
	���
�
#
 ��	�
�
 ��	����	$ �����
 �
 
�������, *�� �� �	�� �
�
����	��	��� �
 
��
�	��� 
�����������
�	�� 	 ��������-
!	�	��	��� �������	��, �
 �����
�	�� ��-
���
 (human geography) � ����� �� ������
 
�
!���
��	 �
���� ���	���
#
 ��������� 
����
"
. 
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Fig. 4. Schematic cultural landscape 
(notion: M. Gr'i*)

Carl Sauer (1925) mainly dealt with re-
search of material culture of local communi-
ties - settlement forms, land use and speci7 c 
farming culture, communication tools and the 
exploitation of natural resources. He begins 
with the hypothesis that creation of the cultural 
landscape is based on the natural landscape by 
human groups that have a common culture. Pre-
cisely, the culture is an active factor; the natural 
area is media of its impact that causes forming 
the cultural landscape. Under the in� uence of 
a given culture, which varies in time, the land-
scape is evolving, going through the stages until 
it reaches the end of its cycle of development. 
Furthermore, only the material elements of cul-
ture and its diffusion are investigated. With the 
advent of new, in some sense foreign culture, 
begins the process of rejuvenation of the cul-
tural landscape, or creates a new layer on the 
ruins of the ancient landscape (Johnson, 2006; 
����
���, 2004).

��. 4.  ����� ��������� ����#���� !� $. ������ 
(!�	���: 
. +��	/)

�
�� �
��� (1925) �� �
�	� �����"�� 
�������	! 	���
"	�
#	!
 �����	����� 
������� ���
��	$ �
����	�
 – �
����	�-
��	$ ���!	, �
�	�
 ���	*��#
 ��!&	*�
 
	 ����	�	��	$ ��!&��
��	��	$ ������
, 
��!��	�
�	��	$ �������
 	 ������
�
�	�� 
��	����	$ ������
. =� ���
�	 �� $	����-
��, �
 �� �������	 ����
" ���
�
 �
 �����	 
��	������ ����
"
, �� ���
�� &����	$ ���-
�
 ���� 	!
�� �
����	��� �������. ���
�� �� 
������
 
��	�
� �
����, ��	����	 
��
� �� 
����	�
 #������ ��	�
�
 ����� ����� �
��
�� 
�������	 ����
". ��� ��	�
��! �
�� �����-
��, ���
 �� !�#
 � ���!���, ����
" �� �
��	�
, 
����
�	 ���� �
��, ��� �� ����	��� ��
� ���� 
�	����
 �
��	��
. =�	! ���
 	���
"��� �� 
�
!� !
���	�
��	 ���!���	 ������� 	 #	$�-
�
 �	���	�
. � ���
��! ����, � ����! �!	��� 
���
�� �������, ���	#� ������ ���!�
4	-
�
#
 ��������� ����
"
, 	�	 �� ���
�
 ���	 
���� ����
"
 �
 ���
�	!
 ��
��� (Johnson, 
2006; ����
���, 2004). 



9

��|?��}` �~=��̀ ^'-` – `��~�? ' >'�/'�|'}` >���?+~}~ �~=��̀ ^'-~
CONCEPT OF CULTURAL GEOGRAPHY AS A SCIENCE

Spiritual culture, the speci7 c atmosphere of 
a given place is in the center of humanistic ge-
ography. This direction  appeared in 70-s of the 
twentieth century in the United States, in Yi-Fu 
Tuan (1974) works about topophilia - a science 
of individual perception and evaluation of phe-
nomena in space. The inventory of phenomena 
has been made by using modern methods, but 
emphasis is on the interpretation, causal con-
nections and the spirit of place (Spiritus Loci). 
Humanistic geography is anti-positivist; spiri-
tual culture is its instrument against quantita-
tive (model) paradigm in geography.

4. In the Marxist tradition processes of 
interaction “man-man” and “man-the natural 
environment” are subordinate to strict laws of 
historical and dialectical materialism, where 
social base causes social upgrade, and forces of 
production cause relations of production. From 
this perspective, the entire social geography 
is economized, even in Serbia, where Cviji<’s 
`nthropogeographical School generally took a 
win. Cultural geography is suppressed, and the 
study of culture is included in the regional ge-
ography of foreign countries and in the concept 
of landscapes (in former USSR) or regions (in 
former SFRY). In the transition period appears 
culturological studies which rely on spatial 
analysis with applicable aims. An example of 
such applied research is a pioneer study of J. A. 
Vedenin “Geography of Art” (1997), in which 
regional types of folk art and folklore in Rus-
sia, as well a problem of their preservation are 
analyzed. Theoretical discussions on the topic 
of cultural geography also appear in Russia, 
(>��"	�	�, 1999; ?������	�, 2001), Bulgar-
ia (����
���, 2004 and others), in textbooks in 
the Czech Republic (He�manová and Chromý, 
2009) and Romania (Voiculescu and Cre�an, 
2005), translated works of Western authors in 
Croatia (Atkinson, Jackson and Washbourne, 
2008).

5���
�� ������
, ����	�	��
 
�!�����
 
�
��� !���
 �� � ������ $�!
�	��	��� �����
-
�	�� – ��
��
 ���	 �� ���
�	� 70-�	$ ���	�
 
XX. �. � �`>, � ���	 � �
���	!
 -	 ^� ?�
�
 
(Tuan, 1974) �
 ��!� ��!��	�	�� �
� �
��� 
� 	��	�	��
���� �������	�	 	 ����	 ���
�
 
� ��������. ��
�	 �� 	�����
�	�
�	�
 ���
-
�
 �� ��!�� �
���!��	$ !����
, 
�	 
����
� 
�� ��
�&
 �
 	��������
�	��, ������� ���� 
	 ��$ !���
 (Spiritus Loci). q�!
�	��	��
 
�����
�	�
 �� 
��	���	�	�	��	��
; ��$���
 
������
 �� #�� 	�����!��� ����	� ��
��	-
�
�	��� (!�������) �
�
�	�!� � �����
�	�	. 

4. � ���
�����	
�� ��������� ������	 
!�4�������
 „�����-�����“ 	 „����� – ��	���-
�
 ����	�
“ �� �����4��	 �����	! �
���	!
 
	����	����� 	 �	�
����	���� !
���	�
�	�!
, 
��� ���*����
 �
�
 �����&
�
 ���*����� 
�
���
�#�, ���	������ ��
�� �����&
�
�� 
���	������ ������. �
 ��� ����	*�
, �����-
!	�	�
�
 �� �	�
�
 ���*����
 �����
�	�
, 
�
� 	 � ���	�	, ��� �� /�	�	���
 
��������-
���
���
 *���
 �
����� �����
 ������. ���-
����
 �����
�	�
 �� ���	����
, 
 �����
�
#� 
������� �� ��&����� � ���	��
��� �����
-
�	�� ���
�	$ ��!
&
 	 �������	�� � �
�-
�*
��	!
 (� ����) 	�	 ���	�
!
 (� ��^�-). 
� ���	��� ��
��	�	�� ���
�&��� �� �������-
��*�� ����	��, ���� �� ���
#
�� �
 ��������� 

�
�	�� �
 ��	!�#��	! �	&��	!
. ��	!�� 
�
��	$ ��	!�#��	$ 	���
"	�
#
 �� �	�-
�	���
 ����	�
 -. `. +����	�
 „�����
�	�
 
�!������	“ (1997), � ����� �� ��*	 
�
�	�
 
���	��
��	$ �	���
 �
������ ���
�
�
*��
 
	 �������
 � ���	�	, �
� 	 �
�!
��
#� ���-
���!
 #	$���� ����
#
. ?
��4� �� ���
�&��� 
����	���� �
���
�� �
 ��!� �������� �����
-
�	�� � ���	�	 (>��"	�	�, 1999; ?������	�, 
2001), ���
����� (����
��� 	 ��., 2004), ��-
���	�	 � @�*��� (He�manová, Chromý, 2009) 
	 ��!��	�	 (Voiculescu, Cre�an, 2005), ���-
���	 �
���
 �
�
��	$ 
����
 � q��
����� 
(Atkinson, Jackson, Washbourne, 2008).
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SUBJECT ESSENCE OF CULTURAL 
GEOGRAPHY

Cultural geography studies the interconnec-
tions between human groups (as the holder of 
a particular culture) and the physical environ-
ment from two perspectives - how environment 
in� uences the formation of culture, and how 
culture modi7 es the environment. This ques-
tion is a matter for discussion about scienti7 c 
essence, methodology and researches aims of 
cultural geography. Cultural geography derives 
its subject essence from the relationship be-
tween cultural paradigm (spiritual culture) and 
cultural landscape (tangible, visible culture). 
Actually, cultural geography 7 nds its disciplin-
ary identity in the border area between human 
activities (which are largely culturally condi-
tioned) and the natural and social environment 
in space. The concept of cultural landscape, as a 
new creation on the earth’s surface, which sup-
plementing or replacing the natural landscape, 
made it possible to separate the cultural geogra-
phy from the physical anthropogeography and 
geographical determinism connected with it, as 
well of culturology, which is low geographic. 
In general, cultural landscape - that is “quintes-
sence” of the cultural geography.

Broader understanding of cultural geog-
raphy is typical for the traditional American 
geography. “Cultural geography”, on Ameri-
can universities, is the same as “Human geog-
raphy” in the Great Britain and “Geographie 
humaine” in France. According to the authors 
of the book “The Human Mosaic” (Jordan, Do-
mosh and Rowntree, 1994), cultural geography 
is everything which is not physical geography. 
Such “culturalization” of the whole social ge-
ography (Human Geography), converts cultural 
geography in aspect, or way of looking at the 
socio-geographical issues through the prism 
of cultural phenomena and processes. This is 
not new geographical knowledge, but its sys-
tematization in the form of thematic units, such 
as cultural regions (historical, cultural, and 
production-economical), cultural diffusion (the 
movement of people, goods and ideas), cultural 

��~>
~?}` ���?'}` ��|?��}~ 
�~=��̀ ^'-~

�������
 �����
�	�
 �����
�
 ��
�
!-
�� ���� 	�!�4� &����	$ ����
 (�
� ���	��
 
����4��� �������) 	 �	�	��� ����	�� �
 ��
 
����	*�
 – �
�� ����	�
 ��	�� �
 ���!	�
#� 
������� 	 �
�� ������
 !��	�	���� ����	��. 
?� �	�
#� ������
�&
 ��&� �
 �	����	�� � 
�
����� ��*�	�	, !��������	�	 	 	���
"	-
�
��	! �	&��	!
 �������� �����
�	��. ���-
����
 �����
�	�
 ���	 ����� !�������� ��#-
�	�� 	� ������ �������� !����	��� (��$���� 
�������) 	 ��������� !����&� (!
���	�
���, 
�	�&	�� �������). }
	!�, �������
 �����
-
�	�
 �
�
�	 ���� �	��	��	�
��	 	����	��� � 
��
�	���� ���
��	 	�!�4� &����	$ ���
���-
��	 (���� �� ����	�� �������� �����&���) 	 
��	����� 	 ���*����� ����	�� � ��������. 
�
* �������	�
 ��������� ����
"
, �
� ���� 
������	�� �
 ��!
&���� ����*	�	, ���
 ��-
��#��� 	�	 �
!�#��� ��	����	 ����
", �!�-
���	�
 �� �
 �� �����	 �������
 �����
�	�
 
�� �	�	��� 
�����������
�	�� 	 �����
��� 
� #�! �����
����� �����!	�	�!
, 	��� �
� 	 
�� ����������	�� ���
 �� ��
�� �����
�	��
. � 
���	�	 �������	 ����
" – �� �� ��	�����
�	�
 
�������� �����
�	��. 

�	�� �$�
�
#� �������� �����
�	�� �
-
�
����	��	��� �� �
 ��
�	�	��
��� 
!��	�-
�� �����
�	��. � 
!��	��	! ��	����	���	-
!
 cultural geography �� ���, *�� ��  human 
geography � +��	��� ��	�
�	�	 	 geographie 
humaine � ^�
�������. �� 
����	!
 �#	-
�� „The Human Mosaic“ (Jordan, Domosh, 
Rowntree, 1994), �������� �������	�� �� �
� 
���, #�� �	�� �	�	��� �������	��. ?
��
 
„������	�
�	�
“ �	�
�� ���*����� �����
-
�	�� (Human Geography), �����
�
 �������� 
�����
�	�� � 
����� 	�	 �
�	� ���!
��
#
 
���*�����-�����
���	$ ��!
 ���� ��	�!� 
���������*�	$ ���
�
 	 ������
. =��� �	�� 
���
 �����
���
 ��
#
, ��� #	$��
 �	���!
-
�	�
�	�
 � �	�� ��!
���	$ ���	�
, �
� *�� 
�� �������	 ���	��	 (	����	���	, �������	, 
���	������-�����!��	), �������
 �	���	�
 
(����
#� &��	, ���
, 	���
), �������
 	����-
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integration, and cultural landscapes.
From different position, even with unex-

pected themes and ideas, appears so-called 
“new cultural geography”. It reassessed social 
and moral problems associated with the char-
acteristics of a new era, such as globalization, 
the clash of cultures in the process of global-
ization and cyber-revolution, the place and role 
of the individual in the new complex global 
environment, social inequality, labor relations, 
labor migration, diasporas, racism, feminism, 
ethnicism, identity, transnational connections 
between people, cultural tourism, cultural 
boundaries, handicap, sexuality (feminism, ho-
mosexuality), the moral geography, civil status, 
cultural heritage, and so on, simultaneously 
through the prism of “environmental” and “cul-
tural” (Anderson and Gale, 1999; Anderson, 
Domosh, Pile and Thrift, 2003; Norton, 2006; 
Atkinson, Jackson, Sibley and Washbourne, 
2007).

There is a narrow de7 nition of cultural ge-
ography, as a territorial analysis of cultural in-
stitutions - cinemas, theaters, museums, carni-
vals, space for spectacles and festivals, places 
associated with famous writers, artists etc. This 
type of geographic information is of particular 
importance in territorial planning. It was char-
acteristic for former communist countries, but 
it is also the basic component of urban plan-
ning in the West (Town Planning). In the former 
communist countries, this information is asso-
ciated with the geography of the service sphere.

METHODOLOGICAL APPROACHES IN 
CULTURAL GEOGRAPHY

Integrative approach in cultural geogra-
phy assumes research of territorial character-
istics of cultural process. Different method-
ological approaches and their combinations 
are possible here. Structuralistic approach 
is based on semantic-semiotic analysis of cul-
ture and considers the regional distribution of 
cultural forms. Dynamic approach is based 

�
�	�
, �������	 ����
"	.    
�
 ����
�	�� ���	�	��, �
� 	 �
 ������	-

�
�	! ��!
!
 	 	���
!
, �
����
 ���. „��
� 
�������� �������	��“. � #�� �� �����!	*&-
�
�� ���	�
��	 	 !��
��	 ������!	 �����
-
�	 � ���������	!
 ����� ���!��
, �
� *�� �� 
����
�	�
�	�
, ����� ������
 � ������� ���-
�
�	�
�	�� 	 �
����-�������	��, !���� 	 ����
 
�����	��
 � ��� ����� ��!�������� ����
���� 
����	�	, ���	�
��� ������
����	, �
��	 ��-
���	, �
��� !	��
�	��, �	�
����
, �
�	�
!, 
��!	�	�
!, ���	�
!, 	����	���, ��
���
-
�	��
��� ���� !�4� &��	!
, �������	 ��-
�	�
!, �������� ��
�	��, $���	���	�
����, 
�����
����� (��!	�	�
!, $�!������
�	�
!), 
!��
��
 �����
�	�
, ��
4
���	 ��
���, ���-
����
 �
*�	�
, 	 �. �., 	������!��� ���� ��	-
�!� „����������“ 	 „���������“ (Anderson, 
Gale, 1999; Andersona, Domosh, Pile, Thrift, 
2003; Norton, 2006; Atkinson, Jackson, Sibley, 
Washbourne, 2007). 

������	 	 �"� �$�
�
#� �����
�	�� ���-
���� �
� ���	���	�
��� 
�
�	�� �������	$ 
���
���
 – �	�����
, �����	*�
, !����
, 
�
����
�
, !���
 �
 �����
��� 	 ����	�
��, 
!���
 �����
�	$ � ����
�	! �	��	!
, �!��-
�	�	!
 	 �. �. ?
� �	� �����
���� 	����!
-
�	�� �� ������� ����$��
� � ���	���	�
���! 
��
�	�
#�. =�
 �� �	�
 �
�
����	��	��
 �
 
�	�*� ��!��	��	��� ��!&�, 
�	 �� ������
 
��!������
 	 � ���
�	��	���! ��
�	�
#� 
�
 �
�
�� (Town Planing). � ��!��	��	��	! 
��!&
!
 �
 	����!
�	�
 �� �������� � �����
-
�	��! ����"�� �����.


~?=>=|=��' ��'�?��' � 
��|?��}=- �~=��̀ ^'-'

'�����
�	��	 ��	���� � ��������� ��-
���
�	�	 ��������
�&
 	���
"	�
#� ���	-
���	�
��	$ ���������	 ��������� ������
. 
` ���� �� !����	 �
��	�	�	 !�������*�	 
��	����	 	 #	$��� ��!�	�
�	��. �������-
��'�$����� &��$��& �� �
�	�
 �
 ��!
�-
�	���-��!	��	���� 
�
�	�	 ������� 	 �
�!
-
��
 ���	��
��	 �
�!�*�
� �������	$ ���!	. 
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on evolutionism, diffusionism, analysis of 
spatial dynamics of culture. Functionalistic 
approach considers the question, how culture 
functioning in space? 

1. Structural analysis deals with the 
regionalization of the cultural space of the 
world. In cultural geography there are three 
types of cultural regions - formal or homo-
geneous (related in terms of some character-
istics, on map it makes a mosaic), functional 
or nodal (spatial-organizational - form a net-
work), and vernacular or local (lat. vernac-
ular - local, rooted in the folk perception). 
The first two types are based on certain cri-
teria and they present intellectual creation of 
professional geographers, while the third has 
perceptual character, based on a collective 
mental map of the population which lives in 
a given region or in neighboring regions. For 
the latest one, formal or functional integrity is 
not necessary. Such regions exist in the tradi-
tions and cultural representations of cultural 
groups; have national name or nickname, but 
vague boundaries (Jackson, 1984; Zelinsky, 
1973; Wylie, 2007).

2. Dynamic analysis of a cultural space - 
diffusionism and migration theory emphasizes 
the problems of space-time process of culture 
development. Development of diffusionism 
began in early twentieth century, primarily in 
Germany, thanks to the works of E. Bernheim 
and L. Frobenius. The process of cultural dif-
fusion is in fact geographically. In the first 
approximation territories are divided into two 
types, in accordance with the diffusion ap-
proach - donors and recipients. Acculturation 
exists in the primary process of cultural dif-
fusion. In accordance with the theory of ac-
culturation, written by R. Redfield, R. Linton 
and M. Herskovic, the process flows through 
three stages - the acceptance of certain cul-
tural traits, adaptation of local communities to 
that cultural trait, the reaction of environment, 
which can go through the adoption or rejec-
tion. The process of acculturation has an ob-
vious spatial component, because the donors 
and recipients are usually localized in differ-

����#���� &��$��& �
�	�
 �� �
 ������	-
��	�!�, �	���	��	�!�, 
�
�	�	 ��������� 
�	�
!	�� �������. ����%�!��'�$����� 
&��$��& �
�!
��
 �	�
#�, �
�� ������
 ���-
��	��	*� � ��������? 

1. ���������� ���'�(� )�*� $� ��+�!-
��'�(�%�,!# ��'����!+ &�!$�!�� $*���.  � 
��������� �����
�	�	 �
��	���� �� ��	 �	�
 
�������	$ ���	��
 – �������	 	�	 ������-
�	 (���������	 � ������� ���� �
�
����	��	-
��, �	�� !��
	�), �����	�����	 	�	 ������	 
(�����	, ���������-���
�	�
�	��	 – �	�� 
!��"�) 
����������	 	�	 ������	 (����. 
vernacular – ��!
�	, �����#��	 � �
������ 
�������	�	). ���
 ��
 �	�
 �� �
�	�
�
 �
 
����4��	! ��	���	��!	!
 	 ������
�&
�� 
	��������
��� ���
�	�� ������	��
��	$ ��-
���
�
, ��� ����	 	!
 �������	��	 �
�
����, 
�
�	�
� �
 ������	���� !���
���� !
�	 ��
-
����	*��
 ���� "	�	 � �
��! ���	��� 	�	 � 
������	! ���	��	!
. �
 ��
� ������#	 �	�� 
����$���
 ���!
��
 	�	 �����	��
��
 ��-
���	����. ?
��	 ���	��	 ������� � ��
�	�	�
-
!
 	 ������
�
!
 �������	$ ����
, 	!
�� �
-
����� 	!� 	�	 �
�	!
�, 
�	 ���
��� ��
�	�� 
(Jackson, 1984; Zelinsky, 1973; Wylie, 2007). 

2. ����#���� ���'�(� ��'����!+ &�!-
$�!�� – �	���	��	�
! 	 ����	�
 !	��
�	�
 
	��
��	 �� ������!� ���������-���!������ 
������
 �
��	��
 ������
. �
���� �	���	�-
�	�!
 �
��
� �� �������! XX ���
 �������-
���� � }�!
����, �
$�
&����	 �
���	!
 ~. 
����$��!� 	 |. ^�����	���
. ������ ������-
�� �	���	�� �� � ��*�	�	 �����
���	. � ����� 

�����	!
�	�	 ���	���	�� �� � ���
�� � �	-
���	��	! ��	�����! ���� �
 ��
 �	�
 – ��-
���� 	 ���	�	�����. � �������! ������� ���-
����� �	���	�� ��"	 
������
�	�
. � ���
�� 
� ����	��! 
������
�	��, �	�	 �� 
����	 �. 
����	��, �. |	���� 	 
. q������	�, �
�	 
������ ����	�� ���� ��	 ��
�	��!
 – ��	-
$�
�
#� ����4��� �������� ����, 
�
��
�	�
 
���
��� ����	�� ��� ���	, ��
��	�
 ����	��, 
���
 !�"� ������	 ����! ���
�
#
 	�	 ���
-
�	�
#
. ������ 
������
�	�� 	!
 ��	������ 
��������� ��!�������, ��*�� �� �����	 	 
���	�	����	 ��	��� ���
�	���
�	 � �
��	-



13

��|?��}` �~=��̀ ^'-` – `��~�? ' >'�/'�|'}` >���?+~}~ �~=��̀ ^'-~
CONCEPT OF CULTURAL GEOGRAPHY AS A SCIENCE

ent points of the world cultural space. We can 
say that the cultural diffusion is territorial 
projection of acculturation. J. Cviji< was also 
investigating migrational flows, adaptation to 
new surroundings and cultural assimilation 
on the Balkan Peninsula. Diffusionism theory 
is based on the ideas about the continuity of 
cultural space. This means that the transfer 
of cultural traits does not occur abruptly, but 
“gradually” from place to place. This kind of 
migration, Cviji< called “metanastasic move-
ment” (J. Cviji<, 1918).

3. Functionalistic approach, entails “to-
tal” or holistic (comprehensive) review of 
cultural space in a dynamic (socio-historical), 
structural (functional cultural regions) and 
naturally-ecological (cultural landscape is 
seen as a multidimensional functional unity).

Another important initial parameter is the 
scale of research (taxonomy). Regardless to 
which aspect of cultural life we put empha-
sis – on the distribution of cultural charac-
teristic or functional relationships, structural 
analysis is multilevel. Only in the first case, 
the goal is the separation of cultural regions 
of different rank, in second - separation of 
cultural centers and connections. As for the 
functional approach, it can be split between 
the structural (e.g. functional cultural regions) 
and landscaped (cultural landscape is consid-
ered as a multidimensional functional unity) 
(?������	�, 2001).

STRUCTURAL ELEMENTS OF THE 
CULTURAL-GEOGRAPHIC RESEARCH

The task of cultural geography is to create a 
complete picture of territorial organization and 
spatial-temporal dynamics of culture. This task 
is achieved through the research of structures in 
the following directions:

�	�	! �
��
!
 �������� ��������� �������
. 

�"�!� ���	, �� �� �������� �	���	�� ���	-
���	����� !������	�� ���������	��. -. /�	�	� 
��, �
��4�, 	���
"	�
� !	��
�	��� ������, 
��	�
��4
�
#� � ����� ����	�	 	 �������� 

�	!	�
�	�� �
 �
��
����! ����������. ?��-
�	�
 �	���	��	�!
 ���
�	 �� ������
�
 � ��-
����	�����	 ��������� �������
. ?� ��
�	, 
�
 ���!�*�
#� �������	$ �
�
����	��	�
 �� 
�
��
�� ������	��, ���� „���������“ �� !���
 
�� !���
. /�	�	� �� �
��� ����� !	��
�	�
 
�
��
� „!��
�
��
�	��
 ����
#
“ (J. Cviji<, 
1918). 

3. ^���%�!��'�$����� &��$��&, ����
-
��!��
 „���
���“ 	�	 $��	��	��� (�����	��) 
�
�!
��
#� ��������� �������
 � �	�
!	�-
��! (���	�-	����	����!), ����������! (���-
��	��
��	 �������	 ���	��	) 	 ��	�����-
�����*��! (�������	 ����
" �� �$�
�
 �
� 
�	*��	!���	��
��� �����	��
��� ���	���-
��). 

-�* ���
� �
"
� ���
��	 �
�
!��
� �� ��(-
#�� �$�����*�/� (�
�����!	�
). }��
�	��� 
�� ���
, �
 ���	 
����� ��������� �������
 
��!� ��
�	�	 
����
� – �
 �
�������
#�#� 
�������	$ �
�
����	��	�
 	�	 �����	��
�-
�� ����, ���������
 
�
�	�
 �� �	*�������
. 
�
!� � ����! ����
�� �	& �� 	���
�
#� ���-
����	$ ���	��
 �
��	�	��� �
��
, � �����! 
– �������	$ ����
�
 	 ���
. ��� �� �	�� ���-
��	��
���� ��	����
, �� !�"� �
 �� �����	 
	�!�4� ����������� (�
 ��. �����	��
��	 
�������	 ���	��	) 	 �
��*
����� (�������	 
�
��
�� �$�
�
 �� �
� �	*��	!���	��
��� 
�����	��
��� ���	�����) (?������	�, 2001).

�?���?��}' ~|~
~}?' ��|?��}=-
�~=��̀ ^��'q '�?�̀ �'+`%`

�
�
�
� �������� �����
�	�� �� �
 �����	 
�����	�� ������
�� � ���	���	�
���� ���
-
�	�
�	�	 	 ���������-���!������ �	�
!	�	 
�������. ?
� �
�
�
� ����
���� �� ���� 	���
-
"	�
#
 ��������
 � ������	! ��
��	!
: 
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Fig. 5. Structural elements of cultural 
geography

1. “Directions”, dedicated to the territorial 
structures of cultural groups. These include the 
geography of religions, ethnic geography and 
linguistic geography.

2. “ Directions”, dedicated to the territorial 
structures of the different cultural sectors. These 
are the geography of art, science, culture of liv-
ing, popular culture, mass culture, political cul-
ture.

3. “Border” directions which study the 
cultural-geographical aspects within the sub-
jects of other sciences - economic geography, 
regional geography, cultural ecology, theoreti-
cal geography. Beside the cultural geography, 
the geography in culture is also discussed about, 
where emphasize geoaxiology or geography of 
symbols, sacral geography, national geography 
(relationship of the nations to the space), men-
tal geography (representations of the world), and 
geotoponymic and geosemantics, geomytogra-
phy or geography of quasi geographical spaces, 
(by ?������	�, 2001). 

��. 5. ���������	 �������	 �������� 
�������	��

1. ��
��	, ��������	 ���	���	�
��	! 
��������
!
 �������	$ ����
. =��� ��
�
�� 
�������	�� ���	�	��, ���	��� �������	��, 
�	��
	��	��� �������	��. 

2. ��
��	, ��������	 ���	���	�
��	! 
��������
!
 �����	�	$ �������	$ ��
�
. ?� 
�� �����
�	�� �!������	, �
���, ������� ��
-
���
#
, �
����� �������, !
����� �������, 
���	�	��� �������. 

3. „����
�	�	“ ��
��	, ���	 	���
�
�� 
��������-�����
���� 
������ � ���	�	!
 
����!��
 ����	$ �
��
 – �����!��� �����
-
�	��, ���	��
��� �����
�	��, �������� �����-
�	��, ����	���� �����
�	��. =�	! �����
�	�� 
�������, �����	 �� 	 � �����
�	�	 � ������	, 
��	 ��!� �� 	���
�
�� ������	����	�� 	�	 ����-
���	�� �	�%���, �������� �������	��, �
�	�-
�
��
 �����
�	�
 (����� �
�	�� ���!
 ����! 
��������), !���
��
 �����
�	�
 (������
�� � 
�����), ��������	!	�
 	 �����!
��	�
, !	-
����
�	�
 	�	 �����
�	�
 ��
�	�����
���	$ 
�������
 (�� �. ?�������!, 2001). 
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CULTURAL GEOGRAPHY AND 
EDUCATION

 Throughout the mosaic of diverse under-
standings of cultural geography content, raises 
the question how to treat cultural geography in 
education - as a particular quantum of knowl-
edge about cultures, or as an approach to as-
sessment and reassessment of existing geo-
graphical knowledge, or both together? This 
issue is important for positioning of cultural 
geography in the system of geographical edu-
cation and formation of the teaching staff. In 
order to answer this question Mihova and Ya-
maguchi (
	$��
, �!
���	, 2004), analyzed 
110 programs for courses in cultural geography 
in Anglophone countries, Germany and France, 
and grouped them according to the views on 
the contents and essence of the subject. “Cul-
turalization” of humanistic geography is most 
common in those courses, treating it from a 
viewpoint of different cultures, whether in a 
regional, thematic or cultural-historical (civi-
lization) context.

The second group consists of courses, con-
nected with the cultural landscape (landschaft) 
and cultural ecology. They mostly re� ect the 
increased interest of geographers in the last 20-
30 years for the problems of rational use and 
protection of the environment.  Characteristics 
of various cultures and the results of their inter-
action with environment are covered in the cul-
tural aspect. In these courses, the knowledge of 
the natural elements of environment is present in 
varying degrees. 

The most diverse by content are courses 
which consider the cultural geography as a part 
of regional geography. Many of them are re-
� ection of traditional cultural researches into 
the various regions. Some of these courses fur-
ther clarify connections between cultural reali-
ties in different regions with other geographi-
cal elements - environment, economy, politics, 
history, etc. Others deal only with the most 
interesting and local cultural environment, be-
cause on this way they approach ethnographic 


~�?= ��|?��}~ �~=��̀ ^'-~ � 
�'�?~
� �~=��̀ ^��'q }`��` ' 

=��̀ �=+`%`

� �	�
��! !��
	�� �
�������	$ �$�
-
�
#
 �
��"
�
 �������� �����
�	�� ����
�&
 
�� �	�
#� �
�� ����
 ����	�
�	 �������� ��-
���
�	�� � ���
���
#� – �
� �����
� ��
���! 
��
#
 � ������
!
, 	�	 �
� ��	���� ���#	-
�
#� 	 �����!	*&
�
#� ��� ��������	$ ��-
���
���	$ ��
#
, 	�	 �
� ����� �
�����? ?� 
�	�
#� �� �
"�� �
 ���	�	��	�
#� �������� 
�����
�	�� � �	���!� �����
����� ���
���
#
 
	 ���!	�
#� ����
�
���� �
��
. � �	&�! �
 
�������� �
 �� �	�
#� >. 
	$��
 	 -
!
���	 
(
	$��
 	 -
!
���	, 2004), �� 
�
�	�	�
�	 
110 �����
!
 (Outlines) �
 ������� 	� ������-
�� �����
�	�� � 
���������	! ��!&
!
, }�-
!
���� 	 ^�
�������, 	 ����	�
�	 	$ ���!
 
������	!
 �
 �
��"
� 	 ��*�	�� ����!��
. 
}
��	*� ������
 � ��
��	 „������	����“ ��-
���	��	��� �������	��, ����	�
���	 �� �
 
����	*�
 �
��	�	�	$ ������
, �	�� � ���	�-
�
���!, ��!
����! 	�	 ��������-	����	����! 
(�	�	�	�
�	����!) ���������. 

>���� ����� �� ��������	 �	�� ������	, 
�����
�	 � �������	� !����&�� (����#��-
���) 	 ��������� ������	���. =�	 ����	�� 
���
"
�
�� �����
�	 	������ �����
�
 � ��-
����#	$ 20-30 ���	�
 �
 ������!� �
*�	�� 
	 �
�	��
���� ���	*��#
 "	����� ����	��. 
� ��������! 
������ �� �
$�
�
�� �������-
��	 �
��	�	�	$ ������
 	 ������
�	 #	$���� 
!�4�������
 �
 "	�����! ����	��!. � �	! 
������	!
, ��
#
 � ��	����	! ���!���	!
 
����	�� �� �
����&��
 � �
��	�	��! �������.

}
��
�������	�	 �� �
��"
�� �� �����-
�	, ���	 �
�!
��
�� �������� �����
�	�� �
� 
��� ���	������ �������	��. 
���	 �� #	$ �� 
���
� ��
�	�	��
��	$ �������	$ 	���
"	-
�
#
 �
��	�	�	$ ���	�
. }��	 �� �	$ �����-
�
 �����&
�
�� ���&� ���� 	�!�4� �������	$ 
��
�	�
 � �
��	�	�	! ���	��	!
 � ���
�	! 
�����
���	! ���!���	!
 – ��	�����! ���-
�	��!, �����!	��!, ���	�	��!, 	����	��! 	 
�. �. >���	 �� �
�� �
!� �
�	������
���	��! 
	 ���
��� �����&���! ��������! ����	��!, 
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and folkloristic researches and appropriate ed-
ucational courses.

Fig. 6. The cultural-geographic position in the 
geographic science system  

There are at least three groups that represent 
the models of the distribution of world cultures 
(cultural patterns), some topics from cultural ge-
ography (examples: cultural identity, or only the 
languages, or just a folk medicine etc.) and re-
search methods in cultural geography.

VISIONS OF CULTURAL GEOGRAPHY IN 
SERBIA

First thoughts on the relationship between nat-
ural and social categories and the signi7 cance for 
the cultural development of the people in the spatial 
aspect are found in the works of Serbian enlighten-
ers. Vuk Stefanovi* Karadzi* (1787-1864) began the 
struggle for cultural identity of the Serbian people 
trying to gather and systematize the material about 

��*�� �� �
 �
� �
�	� ��	��	"
�
�� �	*� 
������
���	! 	 �������	��	��	! 	���
"	-
�
#	!
 	 �����
�
���	! �
��
��	! ������	-
!
. 

��. 6. 
���� �������� �������	�� � �	����� 
���������	� �����

 
}
�!
#� �� ��� �����, ���� ������
�&
�� 

������ ���!������=�=� �
����	� ������� 
(Cultural patterns), !����	�� ���� 	� ������-
�� �������	�� (��	!��	: �������	 	����	��� 
	�	 �
!� ���	�	, 	�	 �
!� �
����
 !��	�	�
 
	 �. �.) 	 ������ 	����&	
�=� � ��������� 
�����
�	�	.

��|?��}` �~=��̀ ^'-` �`= 
}`/'=}`|}` }`��`

���� !	��	 � ��������-�����
����! ��-
��"
�� ������� �
���
 �
�
�	!� � ���	!
 
�����	$ �������	��&
. "�� �������
	/ $�-
��>	/ (1787-1864) �� �
����� ����� �
 ���-
����	 	����	��� ������� �
���
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the language, customs, national heritage, social in-
stitutions and ways of life in all Serbian regions. 
In writing “Geographical-statistical description 
of Serbia”, which was published in the almanac 
“Danica” (Vienna, 1827), there are two main sec-
tions - “Description of land” and “Description of 
people”. In “Description of land”, boundaries, ter-
restrial surface, mountains, plains, water, cities and 
towns, roads, division of the country, village names 
are given. In “Description of people” the sections 
are: overview of old history, the Turkish rule over 
Serbs, “ajduci”, villagemayors and serfs, domestic 
life, law, religion and schools. Svetozar Markovi* 
with his book “Serbia on East” (1872) and Stojan 
Novakovi* (1842-1915) with the study “The vil-
lage” (1890) have in� uenced Cviji<’s anthropogeo-
graphical researches of villages and rural culture in 
the Balkan Peninsula.

Jovan Cviji< noted methodological lack in 
the works of anthropogeographers F. Ratzel and J. 
Brunhes, pointing out that they are more concerned 
with the types and methods of occupation of the 
territory, rather than people, folk life and folk cul-
ture. Their attention was focused on the forms of 
material culture - the economy, settlements, houses, 
roads, and similar. They were less interested for the 
forms of social organization, in the spiritual culture 
even less, and about religious beliefs they had often 
misperceptions. In his “Rector’s speech” (1907), 
Cviji< has set three key problems in front the an-
thropogeography of the Balkan: migration, origin 
of the population and psychological traits of the 
Balkan peoples. He also initiates the study of types 
and location of settlements, lifestyles in them and 
cultural belts (���	�, 2004).

In his capital work “La peninsule Balkanique”, 
published in Paris in 1918th, Cviji< studied not only 
the types of settlements and houses, “a way of life”, 
but also migrational “metanastasic � ows” from the 
mountains to the plains, “the zones of civilizations” 
(cultural belts), processes of ethnic assimilation and 
mimicry, ethno-psychological characteristics, to 
which, we can’t 7 nd the equivalent in works of oth-
er anthropogeographers. He devoted a whole book 
to “psychological types” that no one dealt with, be-
fore him in anthropogeography. According to him, 
the only true scienti7 c method is a genetic method. 

�	! 	���	���	�
!
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���
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��
����� 
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��
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	�	/ �� � ���! “���������! ����-
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��
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����
�	� ��	 �&���
 ������!
: �	����	��, 
!������ �����
�	#�
� 	 !�	�	��� ���%	�� 
%�������	� ������. ������ ������� ����-
�
�
#� �	!�
� 	 !���&��� ������, �
�	�
 
"	���
 � #	!
 	 �������	$ ���
���
 (���	�, 
2004). 
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���
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!
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#
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	 ����� ������ ���
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Thus, he devoted much attention to processes of 
ethnogenesis, ethnoevolutions and ethnotransfor-
mations. There was elaborated the main anthro-
pogeographical and ethnographic facts and phe-
nomena, such as spatial distribution of Balkanian 
nations, the typical ways of economic activities, 
ownership agrarian relations, types of rural and ur-
ban settlements, creation of material culture (houses 
and other rural buildings and household items) and 
spiritual culture (psychic characteristics, cultural 
patterns, moral and religious standards, artistic ex-
pression) and other socio-cultural characteristics of 
the Balkanian person and Balkanian society. The 
main geographical characteristics, starting from 
the natural conditions and socio-cultural processes, 
classi7 es into three major groups: Eurasian charac-
teristics, characteristics of merge and permeation, 
and opposite to them, characteristics of isolation 
and separation (���	�, 2005a; ���	�, 2005�).

Cviji< puts ethno-territorial, ethno-political, eth-
no-culturological and generally anthropogeographi-
cal phenomena in the historical-genetic frame-
works, digging deeply in their spatial-geographical, 
philosophical and sociological aspects. Cviji<’s col-
lection of authentic materials and the empirical facts 
on the Balkan Peninsula had a scienti7 c goal: “To 
uncover the phenomena and characteristics of the 
whole particular geography of the people and settle-
ments, migration and ethnic processes, social orga-
nization, economic life, material and spiritual cul-
ture, mentality, and to bring in connection with the 
geographical environment, political-historical and 
cultural-historical process” (�
���
���	�, 2003).

Cviji<’s talented associates and followers as: 
Jovan Erdeljanovi<, Vojislav S. Radovanovi<, Risto 
Nikoli<, Ljuba Pavlovi<, Borivoje Drobnjakovi<, 
Jefto Dedijer, V. Dvornikovi<, Tihomir Djordjevi<, 
Atanasije Urosevi<, Milenko Filipovi<, Borivoje 
Milojevi<, Milisav Lutovac, Branislav Bukurov, 
Sreten Vukosavljevi< and many others, branched 
and improve research movement that Cviji< began. 
At the same time, there has come to specialization 
deepening and differentiation of human geography, 
as well as “culturalization” of view on anthropo-
geographical, demogeographic, ecogeographical 
and socialgeographic problems of area, inhabited 
by Serbs, in the Balkans (���	�, 2005�). Starting 
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�����
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��� ���
�	�
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�	�, 2003).
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from the 60-ies of the twentieth century geography 
of tourism also pays attention to cultural heritage, 
through the prism of tourism development. Cultural 
geography in spatial planning is reduced to territori-
ality of its material carriers in the sphere of services 
(cinemas, museums, theaters, cultural centers, li-
braries, etc.). Cultural infrastructure is also analyzed 
in the works about population and settlements, re-
gional development and regional policy, develop-
ment of services sphere in speci7 c territories.

After the year of 1990, due to the well-known 
geopolitical events, transitions, globalization and 
multiple crisis (political, demographic, economic, 
moral), on Serbian scienti7 c scene, discussions are 
made in domain of demography, geopolitics and 
culturology, sometimes with a hint of unscienti7 c 
politicization and written compilation. On the other 
hand, the crisis in the country and society reduced 
intensity of scienti7 c research and creativity in the 
7 eld of so-called “national sciences”, to a mini-
mum, thereby decreasing the interest of research-
ers for cultural identity and integrity of the Serbian 
people. The studies, dealing with Serbian cultural 
space, in terms of modern understanding of cultural 
processes (postmodernism, multiculturalism, glo-
balization, culture, etc.), or criticisms of anti civi-
lizational phenomena of intolerance clericalization, 
fascization, corruption, neo-liberal terror and social 
injustice, are rare. These are defects which are dif-
7 cult to remove, because, education of current and 
younger generations of geographers in Serbia lacks 
a complex philosophical, cultural and historical 
fundament. Therefore, it is not realistic to expect 
deeper cultural-geographic analysis in national and 
regional scale, in due course.

Geopolitical division of the Serbian ethnical 
space after the decomposition of former SRFY 
made most authors ‘blind’ to the areas inhabited 
by the Serbs out of the Republic of Serbia territory. 
Only few of them kept their national awareness and 
tried to 7 nd the solution to the problem through the 
7 eld of ‘national geography’ (�#
��, 2007; 2011). 
Nevertheless, this caused methodological dif7 cul-
ties since the subject matter of national geography 
depends on the de7 nition of a nation. In United 
States, where the idea of a nation territorially match-
es the idea of a state, national geography refers to 
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the geography of the state. Here, in Europe, with the 
prevailing ethnical idea of a nation, national geog-
raphy studies the ethnical space that (as it is with the 
Serbs) might be a wider notion than a national state. 
Nowadays, the spatial arrangement of Serbian lands 
may be performed by various criteria, all of which 
makes it rather sensitive and imprecise. Anyhow, 
there is a whole archipelago of Serbian lands.  Na-
tional geography is regional in its nature, but its core 
studies refer to the cultural geography. Therefore, it 
is necessary to constitute the geography of Serbian 
cultural space, which might be a discipline of the 
cultural geography. 

CONCLUSION

It is obvious that there is no a unique under-
standing of the content of cultural geography in 
the world, but more and more geographers re-
assessed object of their traditional researches 
through the prism of culture. The problem is that 
culture represents such a sphere of human ac-
tivity, which can not be separated in pure form. 
That’s why is spoken about different aspects of 
culture and appears new “cultural geographies”. 
Cultural geography can be viewed as a science 
whose subject of study is a culture sensu stric-
to, or as an aspect of observing the relationship 
of man and the surrounding world through the 
prism of culture. Today, cultural geography does 
not indicate geography of cultural realities, as 
much as the integration of cultural objects and 
phenomena that studies geographical science.

Serbian geography should make a critical re-
view of development and estimate how tradition-
al anthropogeography in� uenced it; how many 
cultural elements were, or still are an object of 
geographical interest; how many modern aspects 
of cultural geography are getting treatment and 
interpretation in Serbian conditions. It would be 
particularly interesting the demarcation of ideo-
logical from cultural elements or disclosure of 
the results of their permeation in different peri-
ods of the history of Serbian geography. It would 
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��
#
 ��-
���
 �����
 ���!
 ������! ����� ���� ��	�!� 
�������. >
�
� �������
 �����
�	�
 ���
�
�
 
�� ���	�� �����
�	�� �������	$ ��
�	�
, ��-
�	�� �������� 	�����
�	�� �����
�
 	 ���
�
, 
���� 	���
�
 �����
���
 �
��
. 

�����
 �����
�	�
 �	 ����
�� �
 �
��
�	 
��	�	��	 ������� ���� �
��	��
 	 �
 ������	 
���	�� �� ��
�	�	��
��
 
�����������
�	�
 
��	�
�
 �
 #�; ���	�� �� �������	 ���!��-
�	 �	�	 	�	 �� ��* ���� ������ �����
����� 
	��������
#
; ���	�� !�����	 
�����	 ���-
����� �����
�	�� �
�
�� ����!
� 	 	�������-
�
�	�� � �����	! �����	!
. ������� �	 �	�� 
	������
���� �
���
�	�
�
#� 	�����*�	$ 
�� �������	$ ���!��
�
 	�	 ����	�
#� �����-
�
�
 #	$���� ���"	!
#
 � �
��	�	�	! ���	-
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also be necessary to position the cultural geog-
raphy in the corpus of social geography, because 
culture permeates and gives valuable “color” to 
all aspects of material and spiritual life of soci-
ety and personalities. Scienti7 c circles and edu-
cational authorities in Serbia, should understand 
the importance of cultural geography for scien-
ti7 c view on the geopolitical, social, economic, 
environmental, demographic, and social rela-
tionships, in general, in country, region, Europe 
and worldwide. But, these are matters for spe-
cialized research and wider debate.

��	!
 	����	�� ������ �����
�	��. ?
��4� �	 
�	�� �������� ���	�	��	�
�	 �������� ����-
�
�	�� � ������� ���*����� �����
�	��, ��-
*�� ������
 ���"	!
 	 �
�� ��������� „����“ 
��	! ����
!
 !
���	�
���� 	 ��$����� "	-
���
 ���*��
 	 �	�����	. }
���	 ������	 	 
��������� ��
��	 � ���	�	, ����
 �
 �$�
�� 
�
"���� �������� �����
�	�� �
 �
���	 ��-
���� �
 ������	�	���, ���	�
���, �����!���, 
�����*��, ��!���
����, 	 ���*�� ���*���-
�� ������� � ������ ��!&	, ���	���, ~����	 
	 �����. }�, �� �� �	�
#
 �
 ����	�
�	���
�
 
	���
"	�
#
 	 *	�� �	����	��. 
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