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Thethree reviews gathered here examine my work from very different aca-
demic contexts. They let this symposium become a virtud interface of different
thoughttraditions discourses and research fod. This interface not only conrects
German and English research paradigms, but also represents a negatiation of dif-
ferent languayes and thar respective styles of argumentation. | am ddighted tha
my book presents the occasion for such an integrative dialogue and tha in this re-
ply I have the oppotunity to expand this communication even further.

In wha follows | will briefly take up some major points of the critics. How-
ever, | donotam to judify wha | have written. Rather, | want to engage with the
given discussion to develop some further thoughs and new questions In my view,
thereviews show, in a postive way, wha is left to do. In addition, they strengthen
theargument tha a degper discussion of the progpects and limitationsof wha | call
SpaceTak is important B in paticular across existing discursive and linguistic
boundaies.

Thepoints tha my argument bdow is conaerned with are: (1) the political
dimengon of SpaceTalk, (2) thecongruction of the subject, (3) (re)presentation as
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an (im)possible starting paint for research and (4) differencesin discourses and
writing styles, especially in German and Anglo-American Human Geography.

The Political Dimension of SpaceTalk

According to the critics, a mgjor shortcoming of my andysis of linguistic
geography-making is its limited reach in terms of political power congellations
Kathrin HSrschelmann and UIf Strohmayer in paticular stress the importance of
contextudizing (Qocating) the authors of the anadyzed press material. Only this
discursive contextudization, they argue can unvel the degper power structures of
the German East-West discourse and its problematic political implications

My decision againg such QocatingOwas that in doing so | would reproduce
a prescriptive category in an unreflective way, thereby reprodudng the very East-
West dudism | aimed to reveal. Why should it matter where the joumdists come
from? Asked more provocatively: why should ther place of origin (or of birth) de-
termine thar writing style or even thar state of mind? Wha should keep an East
German joumdist fromwriting (and thinking) in a OVest-German mannaC Aren®
these allegedly self-evident categories themselves misleading- because they distract
from the structural conditionsof common SpaceTalk? | was more interested in the
speech acts tha gave regionsand regiondly located subjects the appearance of be-
ing spaially determined, with East (and West) Germany being only one example
amongg many. In other words | did not want to be a victim myself of the self-
fulfilling prophecy | describe, i.e. to presuppo® and to confirm a difference at the
same time. Conequently, while developing my theoretical framework, | aimed to
avoid any prescriptive categorization and rather step beyond the categoriesin order
to examinethdr everyday use.

But the critics revealed the risk of such an approach: on the one hand, it
might lead to the ddusve idea tha a nonpolitical postlon ispossiblein prlnaple
On the other hand, as Matt Hannah pointed out, a Qpre-political communityOmight

appear.

| certainly see the problem tha theindued anonymity creates only appaent
neutrality. Subjects are taken out of thdr discursive context, leaving the reader
without a point of reference about the (subjective) background of the applied per-
gpectives or an evaluaive placement of articulated postions(in the same manner
as, for ingance, anonynousreview processes work). But this abdraction Bas long
asoneis congious of it Bdoes not need to be mideading. Indead, | argue it opens
the view for implicit language structures and logics of argumentation. Thus|l am
convinced tha the requested contextudization (Qhis text by this author appearing
in this newspaperQ would inevitably have lead me right into the (ideological and
moral) debae about for example, a Qliscredited East Germany.O The Qpractical
necessityOof certain spaial imaginaionswould have disappeared from my sight.
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But how can this epistemological dilemma be solved?How can aresearcher
appreciate the political discourse she inevitably enters b especially when dedling
with (East GermanyOas case study P without reprodudng the established catego-
ries and thar correspondng connottions? The solution lies, as Matt Hannah sug-
gested, closer than expected. As | argue the dilemma of being always involved in
the condruction of a region when researching @O(by naming it, referring to its
boundaies, its inneg homogeneity, etc.) can be solved by keeping the region in
question a hypohesis (Qegion in suspenQ. Likewise, the political involvement
of any significative regiondisation (my book included!) mug be hypoheticaly
presupposd ((olitics in supensoQ).

This epistemological artifice turnsthe political discourse from an explanans
to an explanandum Hence sufficient reflexive distance is provided to acknowiedge
the practical necessity of any categorization. Consequently, by asking for aterna-
tive structuring practises, a condrudive critique can be presented tha does not hdt
at an (inevitably biased) critique of conamitant discourses. Questions such as
QVhy doesit seem to be plausble to refer to East-Germany as an @indedevelopaed®
region?0 and (Doesn't this categorization inevitably lead to the condruction of
Qosers@®@Owould then be accompanied by the question of whether there are any al-
ternaive categories at hand to identify, for indance, the target for finandal hdp.
Likewise, the question of how the category of the @&ast-German woman{is discur-
sively produced and whos interests this spatia stereotype serves would be accom-
panied by considerationsabouta potentially more adequae way of identifying sub-
jects.

The Construction of the Subject

Regarding the category (ast-German womanQin particular, it has been
critically remarked tha my andysis has a limited reach concerning the Gonstruct-
ednessOof the subjects due to its action-centred theoretical orientation. But this,
pardon the objection, is not the case. Admittedly, | did not give much attention to
the congruction of subjects, since | was primarily concerned with SpaceTalk, not
SubjectTalk.

Neverthdess, the approach | offer is onetha does notrely on the subject as
andytical starting point. This is why | refuse to deal andytically with categories
such as (East-German joumdistsO The concept of power as ability, as Giddens has
it, is relaxed throughthe concept of OntentiondityO(Searle, 1983. Intentiondity,
in Searle@ sense, does not necessarily presuppo® congiousand competent inten-
tiond action. The communicative possibilities and restrictions of SpaceTak
thereby apply to both privileged and undeprivileged postions In this respect lin-
guistic action is never free. Regarding this limitation, | argue however, tha two
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dimensionsshould andytically be kept apart: an implicit GpatializationOas habitu-
alized in our languaye community (the QyrammarOof SpaceTalk), and an explicit
meaning of space tha can be negotiated in prindple, but whose negotiationis lim-
ited by discursive power structures.

Much the same can be said for the category of the subject: the fact that we
speak of subjects (and even OhatureQ) is a practically necessary structuration prac-
tice. In what way we speak about subjects is contingent and discursively cond-
tionad ((East-German woman(). The subject hence musgt be conceptualized as im-
plicitly condructed in significative practice. At the same time, however, theidea of
the subject is a powerful tool to reduce complexity and a condgitutive condiion of a
variety of sodal facts, combined with noms and values such as GnoralQ bjec-
tiveQ QargetsQ QailuresQ OresponsbilityQ GuppressonOand QliscriminaionO
Therefore it cannot easily be abandonel or replaced; and aternaives b agan b
need to bethoughtaboutthoroughly.

Hence, yes, the Gree moden subjectOis a condrudtion, but it is not neces-
sarily a political one Rathe, it is a condrucion tha occurs in everyday life. Our
everyday languaye, one could say, is ndthe space-less nor subject-less. And by
commonly referring to the (free) acting subject this subject becomesreal in a soda
sense. It isindead the task of sodal sciences to critically oberve this reality B but
not without consdering its sodal usefulness Bingead of dismissing it in search of
anew subject-less language (here | follow Wittgengein, 1985[1957, 304).

To continue this thought representatives of neurophysology recently
spread the idea tha there are no such things as Gree willOor single subjects, but a
network of didocated actors (actants?) in the brain (Singe, 2003; 2005) This
(postivistic) argument, however, bypasses the social reality of the subject. The ar-
gument is (tautologically) plausble in respect to the existing convention tha the
sodal is not a subject matter of the GardOsciences. It becomes precarious how-
ever, when sodal redlity is at the same time reduced to an QllusonQ

It is simple to state that it is not QusOwho have wants, but our brains tha
fool usby jus smulating tha it is QusOwho have wants. However, this statement
ignores the fact that the aboveingght can only be reasonable because we conven-
tiondly know who this (paradoxical) GveQ which is fooled by the brain, is. Some-
times this argument is couniered by suggesting tha we need (non-scientific) lan-
guayeto communicate about(true) redity (Singea, 2003,17). As a consequence of
such a redudionism, language is understood as just a (albat still inaufficient) tool
for representing hard factsQ In this sense neurophysology proposs that we have
simply been mistaken for centuries in terms of our subject conaception and that sci-
entific evidence should lead to sodal restructuring. As far as | know, however, no
neurologist has convinangly theorized the connection between didocated neural
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flows, represented (and condructed) by magneic resonance imaging, and sodad
subject conventionsand ther respective everyday linguistic performance.

However, from an obsrver@ perspective B as Kathrin HSrschdmann put it
DBthepoint is notto state ontological facts. Next we mug ask: what is at stake if the
subject is presented as a misapprehenson?Which phenomenaare based ontheidea
of a rationd or free subject? Wha would become of critical andytic categories
such as GuthorityQ CGentitlementOor GuppressionC? Admittedly, these questions
are anthropocntric to the core. However, they provide an indication of wha is at
stake when we try to abandonanthropocentrism in favor of, for ingance, Gompe-
tent neurond networksQ

(Re)Presentation as Starting Point for Research

The previousthoughs lead me to stress the general importance of research
into speech acts and (textud) representation for a critica geography B a point on
which, ddightfully, all commentators and | agree. In this respect, Qhon
representationd O and Gictor-networkO approaches need to be conddered. These
conaepts criticise the inhaent anthropoentrism of sodo-condrudivist approaches
and aim to broaden the idea of GactionOinsomuch as both human and norrhuman
agents are taken into account(Thrift, 1999;Murdoch, 1997)

It is important to recognize an existing asymmetry in contemporary naure-
culture concegptions and to critically revea the hidden anthropoentric biases of
these conceptions Apat from ontologica argumentation, however, such ap-
proaches should be discussed in terms of thar epistemological and political effects
Dther potential bendfits and risks. In this respect, the message tha the linguistic
turn and soda congructivism are outdated approaches seems fatd if it resultsin a
theoretical u-turn whereby any discursive construction of reality is presented as a
mistake of the past (agan, arather postivistic argument). To take representation
as starting point for (critical) inquiry does not necessarily imply that there is no
such thing as material reality and corresponding presentation. Still, when following
the (pog-podcongrudtivistOapproaches, onemay get the idea that representation-
centred concepts should be abandoneal atogehe. But wha would be the conse-
quences? The epistemological concern to unwver an inng meaning of things
seems problematic. In addition, such a stance could lead to an inflation of the criti-
cal potential of sodal constructivism tha has recently begun to unfold in non
scholarly (political) discourses. Retracting socio-congrudtivist indghts as a matter
of prindple, | would argue could result in a strengthening of essentialist postions
even if aso-called "third way" is pursued.
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Furthermore, turning on&3 back on the examinaion of (re)presentationd
practices jeopadizes an engaged scholarship tha not only amsto join in, but also
to reflect on everyday communication patterns a scholarship tha eluddates how
decisonsare anticipated in signification and, a the same time, explains how truth-
claims are presented as being naturally given, stable and incontrovertible; and, fi-
ndly, a scholarship tha is capable of disrupting powerful discourses by revealing
thar representationd taken-for-granted character.

Hence, | do not doubtthe importance of bdandng a reasonéable application
of Gymmetrical thinkingO However, one should be aware tha critical arguments,
such as Qhauralizing effectsO(Matt Hannah), disappear once Qhe naura Ois con-
ceptudized as being genuindy (GhaurallyQ given. Such arguments can only be put
forward by an (anthropoantric) undestanding of the condrudion of @aureOvia
speech acts and truth claims about@aureO And if we propo that it is not us but
our inner nature (braing neurons homones) QvhoQacts, then it is the representa-
tiond approach- tha shows tha thisis not only symmetric thinking but also hidden
anthropoentric metaphoiics, which can become a dangeous blank cheque for
ideological projections

Differencesin Discour ses

As afind remark B and in respect to the latter comments and the general
aim of the symposum B | want to address the ggp between different Gacademic
languagesOand scholarly styles. In German discourse scholars are, to a certain de-
gree, sodalized into the (systematic) development of thetheoretical inventory. This
process often produees fairly abdract arguments that  from a different stance B
seem detached from everyday life and hard to digest. My Grgumentative gymnas-
ticsQ as Matt Hannéah called it, derive from this requirement for the (critical) en-
gagement with and elaboration of existing theories. Admittedly, though in certain
passages my text is very ddailed, intricate and hardly comprehengble withoutun-
derstanding the theoretica tradition tha it follows. English-language scholarly
publications are often much more direct, drawn more closely from everyday life
and less exclugve. Accordingly, the Anglo-American popubr science literature is
more widespread and accepted than tha in Germany, where popukbr science is B
genealy speaking Bdisregarded as QunreliableQ

However, wha can we learn from this divergence regarding intercultura
scholarly communication B asde from any paticular linguistic talents of the
authors? Which model is suppo®d to succeed? To think about these issues seems
reasonable, not least because it leads to far-reaching critical questionssuch as. is
presenting scientific resultsin ajoumdistic format a misguided tribute to a spread-
ing consumerism? And if so, who actudly are the desired consumers of human-
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geographic research? Should we understand such an orientation in the context of
the process of the privatization of science (which has only recently become a point
of discussion in Germany)? Or, convasely, is the joumdistic style the (only)
prope way to bring scholarly thoughs to sodety? Don't we need exciting hook<
and an appedling language in order to prevail againg the overwhdming flood of
textud and visud materials? The discussion about these questions mug, in my
view, be degpened D in the German-spesking community as well as between the
different geographical traditionsof thought, language and style.

Inddentally, comments regarding my writing style turned out to be quite
heterogeneous Whereas Ulf Strohmayer criticises my undoubedly pronouned
GBerman academic writing styleQ previous German referees remarked that the
bookis engaging and fluently written. Once agan, this divergence shows the im-
portance of cross-lingud exchange b preferably without the need for trandation B
in order to become aware of one&d own linguistic style and limitations and ther
acceptance in different discursive contexts.
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