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Abstract

In the long-term development of human geography we can observe a tendency to combine ideas from an intra-
disciplinary debate and those imported from outside the discipline. It is profoundly influenced by a number
of impulses from the rapidly changing world. This paper provides a brief survey of challenges for human
geography setting them within the context of paradigmatic development and economic, social, cultural, envi-
ronmental, political, and technological changes. It briefly focuses on the debates of human geographers what
their discipline could or should study in the near future and how it could be done. Part of the paper is devoted
to a few reflections of authors from the Visegrad Four countries concentrating attention to further direction
of human geography. Human geography is unlikely to be characterised by a mono-paradigm dominance
in the next few decades, but a discussion on how to find a common base for the integration of paradigms in ge-
ography is likely to continue. Changing hierarchical structures, significant modernization processes, as well
as local, regional and global changes influencing space-time behavioural patterns of humans can be expected
among the main sources of inspiration for the human geographic research.
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Introduction demarcations are blurred. We have been

witnessing many ambivalent tendencies.
The contemporary world faces many challeng- The acceleration of technological progress
es. It is characterized by the increasing com- * This article is a modified version of the Polish text, which

plexity, connectivity and fluidity. Traditional appeared in Przeglad Geograficzny (Ira & Matlovic, 2019).
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tends to the emergence of the evolutionary
successor of today’s man. Human geography,
as a scientific discipline with an ambition
to contribute to understanding the current
evolution of the world, will have to reflect
these facts.

A combination of internalist and externalist
approaches can be applied in assessing the
greatest challenges that will determine the
evolution of human geography in the coming
decades (Maddrell, 2009). The first approach
emphasizes the internal aspects of scientific
research and focuses on exploring paradigms,
ideas, concepts, methodological procedures
and rules for validating the results of scientific
research. It therefore responds to the chal-
lenges reflecting on the internal needs of the
development of scientific discipline. The sec-
ond approach accentuates the influence
of external factors (natural, environmental,
social, economic, cultural, political, and tech-
nological), thus considering science a part
of social life (Spelda, 2009). In this sense, the
condition of maintaining the vitality of scientif-
ic discipline is to be able to demonstrate social
relevance in the context of its heuristic, appli-
cation, educational, and moral dimensions
(Matlovi¢ & Matlovicovd, 2012 and 2015).

Starting from the outlined conceptual
framework, we will discuss the challenges
facing human geography on two levels: the
reflection level of internal challenges and the
reflection level of external challenges. This
categorization has a dichotomous tinge, but
at this point we emphasize that in fact, there
is interference from the stimuli of internal
and external provenance. Part of the paper
will be devoted to some reflections of authors
from the Visegrad Four countries concen-
traiting attention to directions of human
geographic research.

Challenges affected
by the internal development
of human geography

The greatest challenge not only for human
geography, but also for geography as such
will be to preserve its disciplinary integrity,
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identity and autonomy. Geography has been
struggling with this problem since its academ-
ic institutionalization (Matlovi¢, Matlovicovd,
& Nemethyovd, 2012). Geography is one
of the sciences with open and permeable
boundaries in relation to other scientific dis-
ciplines and its position is at the intersection
of the defined categories within different
science classification systems. Geography’s
mission is to synthesize efforts to converge
or bridge science, social science and humani-
ties. Geography has the ambition to elucidate
the mechanisms and effects of interdepend-
ent natural, technical and social processes
structuring space-time, as well as to under-
stand the nature of the identity and individu-
ality of places at different taxonomic (scale)
levels of a local-global continuum (Matlovi¢
& Matlovicovg, 2015).

This mission represents an extremely com-
plicated challenge, as there are ambivalent
integration-disintegration tendencies within
geography. The integration tendency is relat-
ed to the effort of geography to authentically
fulfil its mission of a synthesizing discipline. It is
represented by the search for an integration
platform, dimming concepts or themes. The
disintegration tendency reflects on the onto-
logical and epistemological context. The onto-
logical context is represented by the hybrid
nature of the geography research object,
consisting of both material and intangible
geospheres of inorganic, organic and anthro-
pogenic nature. As a result, the specialization
of geographic research is deepening, resulting
in a number of partial subdisciplines (Matlovic,
2006 and 2007). The epistemological context
is represented by a plurality of exploratory
views that seek to grasp the complex and
hybrid reality, which has led to the creation
of the multi-paradigmatic nature of geogra-
phy (Graves, 1981). Each paradigm makes
it possible to explore and analyze only a lim-
ited range of phenomena, or a limited set
of aspects of reality at the expense of others
that it ignores (Druldk, 2009).

However, the plurality of paradigms raises
the problem of the comparability of the explor-
atory views that are applied in geography.
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This is because the humanistic methodologi-
cal model is infiltrated with values, which
makes it impossible to apply the principle
of neutrality and objectivity of the researcher
who is backed by proponents of nomothetic
geography tending to neopositivism, ana-
lytic philosophy and philosophy of science.
They promote methodological unification
of geography based on a naturalistic meth-
odological model. On the other hand, geogra-
phers inspired by anti-positivist philosophies
reject the unrealistic demands for the neutral-
ity and objectivity of the researcher and point
to the fundamental limitations of naturalistic
methodology. Thus, geography, especially
human geography, is represented by coexist-
ing and often competing paradigmatic com-
munities. Their members share a conceptual
or taxonomic structure (lexical taxonomy) that
keeps their scientific community together
while isolating it from other communities
of paradigmatic nature (Kuhn, 1997). In this
context, the metageographic discourse in the
late 1980s introduced a plurality of ‘geog-
raphies’ instead of the singular ‘geography’,
arguing that capturing the complexity of the
world under study requires many geogra-
phies (Hubbard, Kitchin, Bartley, & Fuller,
2002). This strategy brings certain risks
because it significantly reinforces the disinte-
gration tendencies within the discipline, which
in extreme cases may result in its dissolution.

The present multiparadigmatic character
of human geography is represented by sev-
eral paradigms with different lengths of their
own tradition. Since the 1950s, the spatial sci-
ence paradigm has been developing. Its ori-
gin is situated within a framework of modern
positivist geography (Matlovi¢ & Matlovicovd,
2015). In the 1970s, this paradigm was sub-
jected to overwhelming criticism, which came
from two directions - from humanistic and
structuralist (critical) geography. Neverthe-
less, it has maintained its paradigmatic
community, while in recent decades we can
observe a revival of interest in spatial science.
This concern is related to the wider use of the
GIS and the progressive overcoming of dichot-
omy between quantitative and qualitative

approaches, and the need to use statistical
methods in critical geography as well (Nayak
& Jeffrey, 2011). New impulses were brought
by the “big data” phenomenon connected
with a revolution in social media and mobile
information and communication technolo-
gies. According to Mayer-Schénberger and
Cukier (2014), this process can be called
datafication, i.e. the collection of information
about everything that is happening in the
world. These data represent a great oppor-
tunity for the use in geographic research.
At the same time, however, they represent
a huge challenge with regard to their meth-
ods of processing and the ethics of research.

The complexity and comprehensiveness
of reality examined by geography and the
pursuit of its fullest knowledge raises the
question of the compatibility of the differ-
ent paradigmatic perspectives, because this
effort requires their interconnection (combi-
nation), which results from the idea of para-
digmatic complementarism. The challenge
for (human) geography is therefore to find
a diminishing epistemology in which several
scientific optics could be productively com-
bined. The main task is to deal with the prob-
lem of the commensurability of paradigms.
Paradigmatic complementarism is a compro-
mise position between the incommensurabil-
ity of paradigms (preferring logical coherence
- consistency) on the one hand and eclecti-
cism (maximizing empirical coverage) on the
other. While paradigmatic complementa-
rism threatens only the identity of individual
paradigms, eclecticism also leads to a loss
of internal coherence of the resulting research
(Druldk, 2009).

Thus, the merging of paradigmatic per-
spectives should be non-eclectic. It requires
a consistent reflection of the metatheoreti-
cal assumptions of the theories and concepts
we work with and want to combine. The chal-
lenge in this case is to find a common base
or metatheoretic framework that will allow
the various paradigms to be integrated into
one whole. There are several possibilities
for the philosophical anchoring of this com-
mon base. The positivist, scientific-realistic
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and instrumentalist (pragmatic) frameworks
appear most often in discourse (Druldk,
2009). The positivist framework is essential-
ist, based on a coherence theory of truth
(truthfulness is defined by the logical con-
sistency). It understands causality in a very
restrictive way according to the deductive-
nomological model (subordination of the
event under universal law) and excludes non-
causal research from the science regime.
For these reasons, it is practically impossible
to combine it with the constructivist frame-
works. The other two frameworks are con-
structivist. The scientific-realistic framework
relies on the correspondence theory of truth
(defines truth by consistency with objec-
tive reality). The instrumentalist framework
is based on a pragmatic and consensual the-
ory of truth (they define truthfulness by being
useful for solving a given problem or by the
consensus of the leading representatives
of the scientific community). As a basis for
the synthesis, it advocates concepts but not
theories or paradigms, because it provides
greater flexibility. These two frameworks
maintain a distance from radical scepticism
and relativism, which, in the absence of an
unshakable foundation, deduce that truth
cannot be distinguished from untruth and
that various statements are incommensu-
rable (Druldk, 2009). The discussion on how
to find a common base for the integration
of paradigms in geography is likely to con-
tinue and then it will be obvious whether sci-
entific realism or instrumentalism will prevail
or whether other possibilities will emerge.

Challenges affected
by the external environment

Challenges from the external environment
can be categorized according to their origin
- environmental, economic, social, cultural,
political, and technological.

A very important challenge is the impact
of human activities on the planetary ecosys-
tem of the Earth. This topic has been at the
heart of geography since its very begin-
nings in antiquity (the so-called man-land
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tradition - Pattison, 1964). The unprecedent-
ed dynamism and global impact of this activ-
ity has stimulated scientists to conceptualize
a new geological epoch called Anthropocene
(Crutzen & Stoermer, 2000). The current
discussion focused on understanding and
explaining global environmental change,
places a much larger emphasis on the theme
of change in general, particularly transfor-
mational social change. There also calls for
critical reflection on the types of changes
that are being promoted. K. O’Brien (2010)
considers human geography one of impor-
tant social sciences that should contribute
to a much-needed shift in the discourse
on the global environmental change. She
sees possibilities of entering a new era for
human geography, where geographers are
challenged to be leaders in the development
of a ‘new science on global change’ - a sci-
ence that explores more deeply the human
dimensions. Global change research is enter-
ing a formative moment and it is important
that a human geographic community shapes
its interest looking ahead (Castree, 2015).
Artificial Intelligence (Al) has received
special attention in recent years from many
scientific fields. Since the beginning of the
21st century, there has been significant pro-
gress in Al research. Three factors have con-
tributed to this advancement of Al: big data,
novel algorithms, and immense computa-
tional power. Many efforts have already been
devoted to the integration of geography and
Al, and the outcome is a new interdisciplinary
area - GeoAl (Janowicz, Gao, McKenzie, Hu,
& Bhaduri, 2020). Rapidly growing field offers
many possible directions in the near future.
Artificial Intelligence, in cooperation with
geographical knowledge, will play a special
role in the development of intelligent systems
supporting our spatial decision-making pro-
cesses. The challenge for geographers is not
only to import methods from outside disci-
plines but also export geographic knowledge
to other fields. Spatially-explicit Al models
can be developed to capture the uniqueness
of human geographic problems. There are
many aspects of spatial intelligence that are
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expressed e.g. in behavioural geography that
can be automated in artificial intelligence.
There are also many aspects of Al that
are useful in helping us to explore our own
behaviour and human and social phenomena
around us (Torrens, 2018).

Over the past two decades, geography has
experienced a ‘digital turn” a concerted reori-
entation of focus of attention and approach
(Ash, Kitchin, & Leszczynski, 2018). The digi-
tal turn has reshaped how geographical
research is conducted and enabled new expe-
rience of space, place, mobility, landscape,
and the environment. Digital technologies
recast economic, social, cultural, political,
and other geographies. Technological devel-
opments in the area of geographic informa-
tion systems have created a wide spectrum
of possibilities for their application. Gotlib,
lwaniak, and Olszewski (2007) reported e.g.
geospatial data infrastructure projects, real
estate cadastre, geographical name and bor-
der registers, crisis management and early
warning systems, flood protection systems,
protected area management systems, urban
and regional geographicinformation systems,
location and navigation services, systems
in agriculture, insurance, waste manage-
ment, land-use planning, logistics systems,
geomarketing systems, transport infrastruc-
ture management and monitoring systems,
visualization and creation of electronic maps.
The challenge is to address the impact of geo-
graphic technologies on the decision-making
and educational spheres.

Information and communication technolo-
gies have opened up ways for collaboration
and sharing research data in many new
ways. Issues which have been central to the
geographical research are now part of the
general public consciousness. Many tools and
data sets that were formerly used by geogra-
phers are now available to the general public.
In this context we can observe an emerging
concept of open science which can be inter-
preted as the movement to make scientific
research, data and dissemination accessible
to all levels of a society. The potential of citi-
zen science is very high, as can be seen from

the number of geographical projects using
citizen science as a research approach. A sig-
nificant challenge will be the use of shared
geographical knowledge and its adoption
in o way that suits local contexts (Trojan,
Schade, Lemmens, & Frantal, 2019).

Human geography is entering an era
of big data. Big data sets are characterised
by high volume, velocity, variety, exhaustiv-
ity, resolution and indexicality, relationality
and flexibility. Such data (spatially and tem-
porally referenced) offer many opportuni-
ties for human geography analysis enabling
rich insights into socio-cultural and spatial
understanding of the world. Big data will
require contextual or domain-specific knowl-
edge with regard to analysis and interpre-
tation. The challenge of data revolution
is a demand for wider appreciation of the
variety of emerging data sources and types,
and a wider set of skills. Big data pose a num-
ber of challenges and raise a number of epis-
temological, methodological and ethical
questions (Kitchin, 2013). At the same time,
there is a challenge to guard against mar-
ginalisation of small data studies. On the
one hand big data generally capture what
is openly expressed (e.g. people’s actions and
behaviours; the movement of things), on the
other hand small data studies are stronger
not only at capturing emotions, values, opin-
ions and beliefs, but also at understanding
the varied, contextual, rational and irration-
al ways in which people interact. They will
require a different set of research tools and
they should be much more finely tailored
to answering specific human geographical
research questions. Despite the urgent need
to address data issues in human geography,
there is a danger that uncritical preocupation
with data can ommit imagination and creativ-
ity. Interestingly, Knox (1989) pointed out this
danger three decades ago.

Several researches in human geography
are marked by the so-called spatial separa-
tism. Although reality has three dimensions
(space, time and matter), geography accord-
ing to the spatial separatist view is the sci-
ence of the first. Sack (1972) pointed out
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that space, time and matter cannot be sepa-
rated analytically in an empirical science.
One of the interesting challenges for human
geography is to apply the knowledge from
the time-geography concerning couplings
in time and space (Ellegard, 2018).

Posthumanism shows ways in which it is
possible to connect human and non human,
perceptive and non-perceptive aspects
of the world in the search for bridging
the dualism between physical and human
geography. Indeed, it is no longer easy
to determine whether a scientist practicing
actor network theory or hybrid geography
is a physical or human geographer. This divi-
sion loses its meaning in this world. Appar-
ently we are returning to the world as under-
stood by Humboldt and Ritter, in which
nature and culture formed an inseparable
and imposingly diversified unity (Cresswell,
2013: 259). In posthumanist geography,
a shift towards the adaptation of transhu-
manism concepts and a gradual transition
to transhumanist geography can be expect-
ed, which may respond adequately to the
onset of the post-information age.

Current syntheses of geographic views
of economic wealth, poverty, human develop-
ment and the environment demonstrate that
the North-South boundary of international
development is increasingly untenable. The
significant spatial shiftin the inequalities, both
between and within countries, regions and
North and South, should play a central role
in geographic development studies (Horner
& Hulme, 2017). The challenge for scholars
in human geography is to understand and
work towards addressing new aspects of the
21st century global development divides.

The global health crises are usually accom-
panied by political, economic, and social cri-
ses that deepen the existing inequalities and
disproportionately affect the most vulnerable
segments of society. The global pandem-
ics also have very significant geographical
consequences. There will be an urgent need
for geographers and a wide range of other
scholars to critically examine their fallout
(Rose-Redwood et al., 2020). The challenge
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for human geography is to highlight the
diverse theoretical perspectives and method-
ological approaches and offer an explanation
of the specificities of geographical differentia-
tion of global health crises. The urgency of the
challenge is confirmed by the current spread
of the novel coronavirus (Covid-19) that has
resulted in the most devastating global public
health crisis in over a century.

The continuing tradition of critical geog-
raphy will probably persistently seek bridg-
es between the new alternatives of social
order and the majoritarian capitalist society.
In terms of geography, concepts emphasizing
the autonomy of local and regional communi-
ties (several types of regionalism - important
site for the investigation of the contemporary
social change, glocalization, complex ter-
ritorial approach, local economy, local cur-
rencies, local technologies, etc.) are and will
be particularly attractive.

The spatio-temporal processes of migra-
tions cause the continual reshaping of places
as people move between various localities
of origin and destination. Human geography
is especially interested in these processes
because of the spatial linkages and inter-
connections that are formed when people
move. The numbers of flows and channels
resulting from migration have risen dramati-
cally in the past decade and cause significant
transformation both of sending and receiv-
ing areas. Many causes and consequences
of migration create complicated mutually
interrelated political, economic, social, cul-
tural, and demographic effects, all of which
are studied by human geography. Because
of the changes in personal and social mobility
associated with globalization it is ever harder
to distinguish migration from the greater
register of flows. Recent research focuses
on the impact of climate change, the migra-
tion-development nexus, and the heightened
security and surveillance. The important chal-
lenge for human geographers is to explore the
multiple negative and positive consequences
of migration for sending and receiving locali-
ties, regions and their societies, as well as for
migrants themselves.
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Some reflections on the direction
of human geography among
geographical communities

of the Visegrad countries

Geographies in V4 countries share common
roots taken over from the German geo-
graphical school. In interwar period, it was
also influenced by the French geographical
thought inspired by the Vidalian regional
geography. After the WWII, communities
of geographers also experienced the influ-
ences of the Soviet geographical school
which has fairly limited human geography
by its ideological indoctrination and restrict-
ed contacts with the Western geography.
On the other side though, in this situation
human geographers could treat the applied
themes first of all in the sphere of strate-
gic, regional and territorial planning. Their
cooperation, in the frame of the COMECON
countries, also thrived. Some currents of the
Anglo-Saxon geography which did not jeop-
ardize the ideology were reflected too. Sys-
temic approach and development of geogra-
phy as spatial science, especially application
of quantitative methods and modelling,
is one example. After the break-through
in the 1980s, new opportunities opened
up for the Czech, Hungarian, Polish and Slo-
vak geographers consisting of broader con-
tacts with the world geography and in the
relation to the new themes, epistemologi-
cal fields and methodological approaches
of research. In terms of sources of inspira-
tion Anglo-American geography prevailed
as a natural consequence of its world
hegemony (Bajerski, 2010). In the last dec-
ades, discussions in geographical communi-
ties in these countries were comparatively
varied as far as their themes are concerned.
Let us draw attention to some of them.

In the last decade of the 20th century
and the first decade of the new millenni-
um, human geography in the four national
geographical  communities  concentrated
mainly on the study of the process and
effects of the social, political and economic

transformation. The beginning of the new
millennium became a strong incentive for
an effort to inventorying the results of geo-
graphical research, reflection on the status
of geography in individual countries in the
context of its world development and an effort
to scheme the possibilities of its further
development (for instance (Chojnicki, 2004;
Liszewski, 2004; toboda, 2004; Matlovi¢ &
Ira, 2006; Hampl, Dostdl & Drbohlav 2007,
Matlovi¢, 2007a; Timdr, 2007; Ira & Lacika,
2009; Hampl, Dostdl & Drbohlav 2007,
Matousek, Vogt, Zenka, 2011).

New impulses often accompany the arriv-
al of new generations of geographers. In an
effort to establish themselves they try to dem-
onstrate how they differ from their predeces-
sors and aspire to bring innovatory research
themes, approaches, methods or techniques.
There is an interesting example in the Czech
geography. The generation that followed
after the 1989 social change expressed
itself by a publication with the primary aim
to explain the modern western geographical
thought to the Czech (Czechoslovak) profes-
sional public, as it lost contacts with it in the
years of isolation during the period of real
socialism. Another aim was to reflect on the
trend opening the geography to other social
sciences (sometimes referred to as the social
turn in geography or the post-positivist turn)
- Sykora (1993). The discourse of the genera-
tion of Czech geographers which appeared
on the turn of the first and the second dec-
ades of the 21st century is the publication
which emphasises the cultural turn in geog-
raphy and a spatial turn in humanities while
the category of space is conceptualized from
the social-constructivist position (Matousek
& Osman, 2014). The polemics between
the representatives of the younger genera-
tion of Czech geographers that appeared
in journal Informace CGS (Kopecek, Drobik,
& Hasalova, 2011; Matousek et al,, 2011;
Osman, Trdvnicek, Trojan, & Konecny,
2011; Kofrori 2012, 2013; Matousek, 2013)
is another example. The core of the polemics
was the controversy between Kofron (2012,
2013) and Matousek (2013) concerning the
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plurality of epistemological approaches.
Kofron based on neo-positivism and scien-
tific realism criticised the theoretical and
methodological impotence of fragmented
geography and proposed the remedy using
the multipolarity of separated epistemologi-
cal approaches. Hynek (2008) is member
of older generation of Czech geographers
which profess post-structuralism. Inter-gen-
eration disputes in Polish generation were
discussed by Plit (2013). Recently there took
place an interesting discussion of members
of various generations of Polish geography
about the status, perspectives and strate-
gies of development of human geography
(Suliborski, 2016).

Older generation of geographers main-
tains distance from critical geography influ-
enced by Marxism and neo-Marxism. Their
negative experience with the ideological
indoctrination of human geography in the
period of real socialism explains this atti-
tude. This period of “Sovietisation” of geog-
raphy has been best mapped in Hungary
thanks to works of Gyori and Gyuris (2012)
and by the critical reflection of Ginelli (2018).
Several members of younger generation are
more open in relation to critical geography.
However, Lisocka-Jaegermann (2016) reports
that critical geography is not sufficiently
developed in Polish geography. Matlovi¢
and Matlovicovd (2020) arrived at a similar
conclusion in relation to the Slovak geogra-
phy. Other currents of geographical thought
associated with critical geography also face
troubles. For instance, feminist geography
(Timdr & Fekete, 2010), Ginelli (not dated
citation) summarised the situation of criti-
cal geography in Hungary while his study
also applies to other geographical schools.
After 1989, human geography positivist and
important Hungarian geographers either
ignored or undervalued the feminist, struc-
turalist, post-structuralist, Marxist, post-
modern or post-colonial approaches and
pushed out of the scientific regime as a fad.
Situation is better in Czech geography where
several young researchers develop critical
geography (Osman & Matousek, 2014).
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The question of the position of human
geography in a wider context of autonomy,
identity and unity of geography became the
theme of discussion (Liszewski, 2004). Bariski
(2010) criticized the deteriorating position
of Polish geography compared to other sci-
ences first of all in the consequence of the
continuing sterile discussion about unity
of geography. Other authors pointed to the
fact that the contemporary Polish geography
is rather multidisciplinary than interdiscipli-
nary and transdisciplinary and the function
of synthesising science is only slightly evi-
dent (Kostrzewski, Roo-Zielinska, Krzemien,
& Lisowski, 2015: 45). Several authors sup-
ported the idea of reintegration of geogra-
phy (for example, Lisowski, 2012; Jackowski,
2015; Wilczynski, 2011a), and some of them
believe that it is necessary to return to the
legacy of the Polish geographical thought
(Wilczynski, 2011b). In Slovakia it was Irq,
Michdlek, and Podoldk, (2005) and Matlovi¢
(2006, 2007b) who argued in favour of inte-
grated geography. Ira et al. (2005) see cer-
tain potential in exploitation of sustainability
concept, Matlovi¢ (2006, 2007b) mentions
regional geography and exploitation of the
concept of place in its trinity version. Other
way of solution to integrated geographi-
cal research in Slovakia is seen in the use
of incentives of critical physical geography
(Otahel, Matlovic, Matlovicovd, Michaeli,
& Vilcek, 2019).

In this respect, there is an increased effort
of Central European geographers to study
the development of geographical thought
and reflection of currents of world geography
in individual national geographical schools.
In Hungary it was Dévényi and Hajdd (2000)
and Gyimesi (2011). The most influential
in the Czech geographical community are
the schools of Prague (Albertian) and Brno
The representative of the Brno school Hynek
(2008) drew attention to the need to move
the focus from theoretical geography to geo-
graphical thought which also led to the ori-
gin of the first text book of geographical
thought (Danék, 2013). Wilczynski (2009,
2011a) in Polish geography advises about the
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necessity to study geographical thought and
he processed a monograph about the sourc-
es of ideas and autonomy of geography.
Matlovi¢ and Matlovicovd (2015) in Slovakia
prepared the first text book of geographical
thought and elaborated the issue of discon-
tinuities in the world geographical thought
(Matlovi¢ & Matlovicovd, 2020).
Distinguished representative of older gen-
eration of Polish geographers, Maik (2016a)
summed up the greatest risks for the future
of Polish human geography including frag-
mentation, disintegration and identity crisis
of the scientific discipline, absence of strategy
for the development, methodological weak-
ness, and increasing intellectual dependence
on American geography, insufficient qual-
ity and level of the master and PhD studies
at universities. In his another study Maik
(2016b) tries to find answer the question
which philosophical and methodological
approaches are most promising from the
point of view of future of human geography.
In his opinion solutions to present problems
should be sought in a new type of thought.
Without providing a clear answer he points
to the need to return to sources of geo-
graphical traditions seeing certain potential
in rational methodological eclecticism, that
is, critical and systematic application of com-
plementary from different sources.

Conclusion

Contemporary human geography refers
to a type of academic activity, which encom-
passes a diversity of ways of examining the
presence and actions of humans in geo-
graphical space. Human geography can
be expected to retain the nature of a hybrid
formation in which multiple paradigmat-
ic viewpoints (without mono-paradigm
dominance - see e.g. Johnston & Sidaway,
2016: 399) coexist within the same insti-
tutional and (sub) disciplinary spaces. The
maintenance of the human geography
as discrete and internally coherent will not
be straightforward. The evolution of human
geography in recent decades shows that

there is a constant change. Despite com-
plex and often complicated developments
in human geographic thought and prac-
tice, we believe that the intellectual rich-
ness of human geography and its diversity
make it a prerequisite for a creative search
for future direction and responses to many
challenges (Ira & Matlovi¢, 2019).

Human geography in the geographical
communities of theVisegrad Four concentrat-
ed in the last thirty years mainly on the study
of the process and effects of the social, politi-
cal and economic transformation. The begin-
ning of the new millennium is characterized
by an effort to inventory the results of geo-
graphical research, reflection on the status
of geography in individual countries in the
context of its developments in countries suc-
cessful in geographic research and an effort
to scheme the possibilities of its further devel-
opment. New impulses often accompany the
arrival of new generations of geographers
sometimes influenced by the development
of Western geographical thought.

There is a presumption that human geog-
raphy will continue to practice engaged
pluralism resulting from its paradigmatic
diversity (Castree & Gregory, 2012). It can
be expected in the future that human geog-
raphy will continue to make important con-
tributions to thought and the search for
practical solution in organizing time-space
activities of individuals and society. Sev-
eral inspirations will surely draw on nearby
humanities, social and environmental scienc-
es while enriching and inspiring them.

Debate about how geography should
be practised and thought will reflect not only
internal impulses but also external impacts
of the changing world (changing popula-
tion, economy, technology, built and natural
environments, changing efficiency, availabil-
ity and sustainable use of natural resources
as well as the changing interaction with the
environment) and trends in the wider aca-
demic milieu to which geographers belong.
Human geography tends to import part of its
ideas and trends from wider academic milieu
and societies, to which human geographers
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belong, and thus, the intersections of new
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