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CraHummp

MaHajotoB buHapHuort Kop:*

benewku 3a cnaBeweTo Ha
XOMOCEeKCyanHocCTa

Jlo3BoJieTe MM Ha CaMHOT IOYETOK Jia ja M3HEecaM MO-
jata Mmajsia MetadopuyYHa amoJIOTHja 3a XOMOCEKCyasl-
HOCTa BO byrapwuja v JOKOJIKY /10/1eKa 3aBpIllaM yIIITe He
Bu ce ciiommiio, mpoo/KeTe Co YhTambhe. V3pexkupaHo
Onamame, 0e3 Te3a — HapeueTe ro KaKO CakKare, caMo
JI03BOJIETE MM JIa IIUIIyBaM; U IIPeJ /1a OujieTe CBECHU 3a
TOa, MOKebU Ke CTUTHAM 10 ,,JUCKYPCOT"...

buHapHuOT KoOA: WTO € TOa?

Kako o0jacHyBame: HyIuTe U eIMHAIITE (MAIIKO — YKeH-
CKO?) ce 3aMeHeTH co OMHapHaTa MUTaropejcka yHuja Ha
OpoeBu BO TOj UyZAeceH Mue-0aillym-cayyysarse: O-2.
He camo 02, Tyky 02.02 ucto taka. BeymHocr, kora ke
pas3MmuciaM 3a Toa, JaTyMOT U He e 0all HeKoj JaTyM,
HcTo Kako ¥ Hue. CaMo IITO He e JIOBOJIHO JaCHO IITO
O6apa oBaa JiBOjKa TyKa: HajBEPOjaTHO TOA € MpUYNHATA
30ILITO XOMOCEKCYyaIuTe Tpeba CEKCyayHo Jja ce MHTer-
pupaat. OBaa JjBOjKa TyKa CeKako He e caMo MeTadopa,
TYKY eJleH BHuJ 100pa, cTapa JieBujanuja — ABOjHA U BO
CMUCJIA Ha JIEH U JIJaTyM BO Toa — oJf OpauHaTa 3aeHULIA
Ha O U 1: JIOKaJHATa U IiobajHaTa UIHUHA Ha CBETOT,

* OBOj TEKCT e IIOCBETEH Ha elleH uyZeH (eHOMEH IOBp-

3aH CO XOMOCEKCyasiHocTa Bo Byrapuja — gaTymor 2-pu

Stanimir
Panayotov

The Binary Code:*
Notes on the Celebrating of
Homosexuality

Let me, at the very outset, state my little metaphorical
apology of homosexuality in Bulgaria, and if you still
haven’t grown sick and tired of it by that time, read on.
Pell-mell, in a mannered way, without a thesis — call it
what you will, just let me write; before you know it, I may
arrive to the “discourse”...

The Binary Code: What Is It?

In order to explain: the zeroes and ones (male-female?)
are replaced by the bizarre Pythagorean union of num-
bers in that sublime moment-date-event: 0-2. Not just
02, but 02.02 as well. Come to think of it, the date is
not much of a date at all, just like us. Only that it’s not
quite clear what this couple wants here: probably that
is why homosexuals should be sexually integrated. This
couple here surely isn’t just a metaphor, but a kind of a
quaint deviation — double in both day and date at that
— from the matrimonial union between 0 and 1: the do-
mestic and global future of the world, so to speak. Come
on, we're not going to computerize homosexuality, are

* The present text is dedicated to a peculiar phenomenon
connected with homosexuality in Bulgaria - the date 2™
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TakKa Jia ce u3pasuMme. Ajje, Ia HeMa Jia ja KOMIIjyTepu-
3upaMe xXoMoceKcyasHocta, Hequ? Otdpiere TH cuTe
MeTadopu U HAa XOMOCEKCYyaJTHOCTa MHUCJIETE KaKo Jia €
orad.

Nes6ejku u nepepac(t)m (,7"-T0 e no usbop)

Cropes MeHe, OpayHaTa 3aeHUIA TTOMElY METUYMUTE
U XOMOCeKcyastHocTa Bo Byrapuja ce mojaBu Hekazie BO
BPEMETO KOra NMpPBUTE OTPOMHU KYPOBH, HAI[PTAHU CO
aBTO JIaK Ha jaBHU 3TPajiy, 3a IPBIAT IIOYHAa Jja Ce I10-
jaByBaar co Harnucure ,,KYP“ BegHamr 70 HUB, Ha Uy/iIeH
HAYMH 03HAYYBAjKU TU U YABOjyBajKu r'H (Toa Oerrie BpB-
Ha WHTEPBEHIIM]a). 3a/I0I[HETETa CEKCYaTHA PEBOJIYIIHja
ce ucIriep3uparlie, 3a cpeka Mokebu, BO KOJIEKTHBHATA
MIOZICBECT M OCTaHa Tamy. ,,KoJeKTHBHATa BoJja“ Ha XO-
MOCEKCyaIIIUTE HE Ce eMaHIUIIHUpAIlle, TMOpPagy eIxHa
WK pyra npu4yuHa. Toa cenak He e CiIydaj co MeJIHy-
MHTE KOU Ha €JIeH WIH APYT HAUUH ce HHTepecHupaar 3a
XOMOCEKCYaTHOCTA U 32 TPUKATA 32 JIyI'eTO.

derpyapu (02.02) koj, e HeobuHjaaHO MpUdaTEH KAKO
Mpa3HUK HAa XOMOCEKcyalnuTe. Bo HapogHaTa yMeTHOCT
¥ BO CTyAuuTe 1O (GOJIKJIOP OBOj AAaTyM OGUIIHjaTHO Ce
Mpa3HyBa KaKo MPAa3HUK Ha MAIIKH Jena U Maxku. Bo co-
[IjJIN3MOT OBOj JIaTyM IIOJIeKa Ce MPETBOPU BO ypbaH
onkopen ¢peHOMEH KOj ce TIOBpP3yBa CO XOMOCEKCYyasI-
HOCTA.

sk

360porT ,Itefiep” € 4eCTO KOPUCTEH CJIEHT BO CEKOjTHEBHUOT
jaswk Koj ce ymorpeOyBa He caMO 3a Jla ce YKake Ha
HEYHja XOMOCEKCYaTHOCT, TYKYy KaKO OIIIT U3pa3 3a H3-
pasyBarbe HEraTHUBEH CTaB 3a Heuwj usrien. Cekako Toj
e MO)KHa Oyrapcka aHaJIOTHja 3a ,queer”, HO Ce OZHecyBa
caMo Ha MaIllKa XOMOCEKCyaJTHOCT. McTo Taka, ,mezep” e
e7IeH 0]1 OHUE 300POBH KOH ITPEYECTO Ce KOPUCTAT BO CEKOj-
JHEBHHOT jasuk, co wiu 0e3 nmpuuuna. Of apyra cTpaHa
ax, GOHETCKU COCEM HEIPABUJIHO ce PUMeHYBa Ouzejku
YecTo ce IUIIyBA: ,,IuAupac”, ,meaupac”, ,meepac”, ,Iu-
paac”.

we? Abandon every metaphor and think of homosexua-
lity as of fire.!

Lesbians and Paederas(t)s (the “t” is optional)™

According to me, the matrimonial union between the me-
dia and homosexuality appeared in Bulgaria somewhere
about the time when the first enormous cocks, spray-
painted onto public buildings, started to appear for the
first time, with the inscriptions “COCK” just next to them
strangely signifying and doubling them (it was highly
ingenious). The belated sexual revolution dispersed,
fortunately perhaps, in the collective subconscious and
stayed there. The ‘collective will’ of homosexuals did not
become emancipated, for one reason or another. That is
not the case, however, with the media, who, in one way
or another, have an interest in homosexuality and care
for the people.

February (02.02), which is accepted unofficially as a holi-
day of homosexual people. In folk art and folklore studies
this date is officially celebrated as a holiday of male chil-
dren and men. In the years of socialism this date gradu-
ally turned into an urban folklore phenomenon, connected
with homosexuality.

The word “paederast” is common slang in everyday lan-
guage used not just to refer to someone’s homosexual-
ity, but generally expresses the negative attitude towards
someone’s appearance. Surely, it’s a possible Bulgarian
analogue for “queer,” it is only that it could refer to male
homosexuality. Also, “paederast” is the kind of words being
overused in everyday language with or without reason.. On
the other hand, phonetically, it is totally misused in that
it could be often spelled as: “pidiras,” “pediras,” “peeras,”
“piiras.”

” «
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Paskypot?™”

[Tonekorar, HaMKUTe OMUJIEHU HEIIITA CE TAKBY CAMO 3a-
TOA [IITO HUKOTAIII He HYU Ce Ha PACIIOJIarame; IOHEKOralll,
KOT'a HU Ce HA PaCIIOJIarambe, He TH I0CAKyBaMe 3aT0a IIITO
cakaMme Jia He ru cakame. OBa € KOHKPETHA JKHBOTHA aIl0-
puja (mpBa o 6poj ¥ 3a KUBOT) BO UHja HEPEUILIMBOCT
HECTBAapPHOTO YyBCTBO HA OTCYCTBO HA Tebe CAaMHUOT WJIU
Ha OHA IITO TH ,Tpeba“ ro HMpUIBMKYBAa CEKOE HOBO,
HelpecTajHO cyiabeerme HA KUBOTOT. OBa € CIy4yajoT co
JIUCKYPCOT HA MeJUYMHTE (JJOKOJIKY BOOIIITO IOCTOU
JIUCKypC Ha MEJUYMHTE WU JIOKOJIKY BOOIIIITO MOKE
Jla ce Hapeye HeKako: 0e3 Memiawbe Ha JlakaH, Be mo-
Jlam) 3a XoMocekcyaysHocra Bo Byrapuja. OBoj auckype
(me3rogHO MU mara oj; 360poT, I[pBeHeaM O] HETOBUOT
~Kypc“) UMa HEKOJIKY 3Ha4YajHU KapaKTEPUCTUYHHU I[PTHU
W, 32 /1a He OCTAaHeTe 3a4y/ieH!, ke BU U3HECAM IIPUMED
3a OBOj ,,JINCKYypC“ U 3a OBaa ,,XOMOCEKCyasTHOCT . 3a J1a
ja mpe3eHTHpaM CBOjaTa Te3a TyKa HeMa Jla HalpaBaMm
MOHUTOPHUHT Ha MEJUYMHUTE, 3aT0A LITO CUTYPHO HEKO]
Ke ce Haj/ie KOj Ke MU KasKe JleKa HEKOj Mopa /1a U3BPIIHN
MOHHTOPHHT Ha MOjOT MOHHTOPHHT. Ke m3ioxam Kyca
XPOHOJIOTH]ja Ha €JTHO TeJIEeBU3KUCKO TOK 1110y (talk show)
¥ 32 HAYMHOT Ha KOj Ce PEKJIAMHIPA XOMOCEKCYaTHOCTA,
a MICTOBPEMEHO U Ce MCMEBA U IOPUBA.

sk

Discock — MOXeH ¥ WHTPUTAHTEH TPAHCja3WYeH KOM-
MIPOMUC TIOMery IMUIIYBAHETO HA AHTJIUCKUOT 300D ,dis-
course“ Ha Oyrapcku — ,,IUC-Kypc®, KaJie IITo ,,TUCKYypC” ce
coctou o1 mpedukKcor ,auc’, 3060poT ,Kypc* (,course®) u
€IHO ,,c“, ,Kyp“ KaKO MPEBOJT HAa aHTJIUCKUOT 300p ,cock”
— ¥ KaKOo TUMHUYHA GaJKaHCKA O3HAKA HAa MAIIKOCT. ,Dis-
cock” e TakoB BUJT HA (DOHETCKA Kpeallfja KojalTo He Ou
ja yrmoTpebu1 1o/101y; oBeKe 61 cakas Jia ojazam JeKa
MOJKEH W IIOPaJIUKaJieH IPEBOJi HA TaKBa HEBO3MOXKHA
JIMHTBUCTHYKA UTpa e discock /1a ce mpeBese Ha Gyrapcku,
a OYKBRJIHHOT De3yJITaT € HEKAKO IapaJIMHTBUCTHYKU:
»,300poT” ,,paskyp”.

The Discock?""™"

Sometimes, our favorite things are such simply because
we never have them at our disposal; sometimes, when
we do have them at our disposal, we do not want them
because we want not to want them. This is a straightfor-
ward life aporia (first in number and for life), in whose
insolubility the ethereal feeling of the absence of your-
self, or of that which you “need”, starts off ever new, end-
less saps of life. This is the case with the media discourse
(if there is any media discourse or if it can be named at
all for that matter: no Lacan, if you please) on homosexu-
ality in Bulgaria. This “discourse” (I feel uneasy about
the word, I blush at its “course”) has several important
characteristic features, and, so as not to leave you be-
wildered, I will present to your attention an example of
this “discourse” and this “homosexuality”. In order to
present my thesis, I'm not going to begin monitoring the
media because there will surely be someone to tell me
that someone has to begin monitoring of monitoring. I
will present a brief chronology of a TV talk show and of
the way in which homosexuality is advertised, and at the
same time is derided and subverted.

Discock — a possible and intriguing trans-linguistic com-
promise in-between the Bulgarian spelling of the word
“dis-course” — “dis-kurs”, where “diskurs” is consisted of
the prefix “dis”, the word “kurs” (“course”) and a “s”, “kur”
meaning “cock” - a typical Balkan masculinist signifier.
“Discock” is the kind of phonetic creatures that I wouldn’t
use below; rather, I'd just add that a more radical transla-
tion of such an impossible linguistic game is to translate
discock back into Bulgarian, and the literal result is some-
what para-linguistic: “the word” “razkur”.

:
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OnroBOpHOTO IIPETCTaByBalkbhe Ha XOMOCEKCYyaJHOCTa
— HaABUJIyM IIOJINTUYKYA HEBO3MOJKHA pellpe3eHTaIlfja
— CO jaBHO TOTEHI[UPAh€ Ha AHAJIM3UPAIETO, KOHC-
TPYUPAIETO WIN JEKOHCTPYKTYHPAHETO € allopeETUIKA
CUTyalyja cJIMYHA Ha ropecrioMeHarara. Ciy4dajoT co Xo-
MOCEKCYaJTHOCTa BO MEZIUYMUTE €, IpeJ, cé, MpobyieM Ha
HEj3UHOTO JieKJIaprupame (MK MOTOYHO JieKJIapuparbe-
TO HA HEJ3UHOTO HEJIEKJIapUPAIhE — IPECTAHYBAbE /1A Ce
kpuenn). Hakyco, peaumMeTo Ha JUCKYPCOT 3a XOMOCEK-
cyaJTHOCTa O1 3ByYesiO OTIPHJIMKA KaKO OBa IIITO CJIEJTH:
Metlio0oill Ha UCKAYHYB8arbe 80 Meduymuilie 8CYWHOCI e
fipumeHeill KaKo 8KAYUYB8arbE HA XOMOCEKCYaayu BO Te-
JIeBU3HUCKOTO talk show, BO KOe IJ1aBHATa yJi0ra OOUYHO ja
“Ma caMaTa TeJleBU3HCKa MporpaMa, MoHeKorall AypHu U
BOJIUTEJIOT U JJOKOJIKY BOOIIIIITO KMaMe cpeka, IIPeTCTaB-
HHUKOT Ha 8udoill ,XxoMoceKcyasuen®. JJucKypcoT 3eMeH
KaKo IMPUMEP KOjIITO Ke ro IPeTcCTaBaM € IMMOCBETEH Ha
Cbaycax [Cyoup] talk show, koe cekoja Hezesra HAyTPO
ce eMUTyBa Ha HAI[MOHAIHATA IporpaMa Ha Oyrapckara
TeJIEBU3Hja.

Hamepata Gelire 0BOj TEKCT Jja OH/ie HEIIITO KaKO CTyArja
Ha CJIy4aj, HO He €, 3aToa IITO, IPeJ] cé, KAaKO TaKOB Ou
HCIIaIHAJI IIPET0JIEM, a BTOPO, YIITE HAa CAMHOT IIOYETOK
CTaHyBa jaCHO JIeKa HEeITaTa CEKoralll H3IJIe/laaT Taka
KaKo Jla HeMa IIITO JIa ce CTyJUpa - IITO € TOKMY Hajy-
0aBOTO HEIITO 3a €/IeH MEUYM: /1a UMa HEIITO IIITO IO
HeMa, a Koe CEKOj MOKe Jia TO Mperno3Hae. Ajie cera ga
T'Y BKJIy4YnMe U cyDOjekTuTe Ha oBa talk show, 3aToa mro
XOMOCEKCYasIeIoT, KaKO IIITO MEHE MU Ce YMHU, CEKOTAIII
ucuesHyesan Hexade iomedy .

C6nycak: Cyaup Ha rnyBoHemuTe?

Jac Ha6p31/IHa ke ce O6I/IILaM Jda HallpaBaM CJIMKA 3a TOa 3a
IITO BCYITHOCT CTaHyBa 360p BO IIeJjiaTa OBaa MellaHuI1a,
6e3 JAa HaBJIETryBaM BO J€TaJIu.

The responsible representation of homosexuality — a
seemingly politically impossible representation — with
public stress on analyzing, constructing or deconstruc-
ting, is an aporetic situation similar to the abovemen-
tioned one. The case of homosexuality in the media is
firstly a problem of it being declared (or rather, the dec-
laration of its non-declaration — coming out?). In brief,
the summarisation of the discourse on homosexuality
would sound like the following: the method of exclusion
in the media is in actuality applied as inclusion of the
homosexual people in the TV talk show, in which the
leading part is played usually by the TV programme it-
self, sometimes even by the host, and if we are altogether
lucky, by a representative of the species ‘homosexual’.
The exemplary discourse that I'm going to present is
dedicated here to the Sblusak [Clash] talk show, shown
every Sunday morning on the national BTV station.

This text was meant to be something like a case study but
is not, because firstly, this would prove to be immense,
and secondly, in the beginning it becomes clear that things
always look as if there is nothing to be studied. Which is
precisely the most splendid thing that could happen to a
media: to have something, which is not there, but which
everybody is able to identify. Let us now include the sub-
jects of this talk show. Because the homosexual, it seems
to me, has always disappeared in between.

Sblusak: The Clash of the Deaf-and-dumb?

I will quickly try to look at what this whole hullabaloo is
all about without going into detail.
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(a) IIpawarseitio ,3owitio“ He @GyYHKYUOHUPA 3ailioa
witio, Ha Tip8 fio2ned, ce YUHU KaKo HUKOj 0a He 3Hae
HUWilo.

(6) Couycak e woy xoewitio He tiociliou.

Toa e 3aToa IITO BO JleceT YacoT BO HEZleNIa, MaKUTE, CO
C€ YIITe 3[pBEHU KYPEBU Ha I10ja/I0K, U YKEHUTE CO YIITE
TMOHU30K MIPUTHUCOK 01 0OMYHO, caMO IIITO ce OyZaT u cTa-
HyBaat. COaycax MOCTOU BO MPOCTOPHO-BPEMEHCKHOT
KOHTHHYYM, HO HE ¥ BO TOj Ha C8eCHOCIIA — HABUCTHU-
Ha He MHCJIaM JIeKa HEeKOj CEPHO3HO ro cdaka oBa IOy,
HUTY HETOBUTE TBOPIU. /[eOMIIHOCTA HA MEIUYMUTE BO
IIOCJIEZTHO BPEMe Ce IPOo/iaBa YIITe IoycIemHo. Tokmy
OBa e TPUKOT/METOOT: JieKa, ce Jlo/ieKa He Te cdhakaar
CEPHO3HO, MOJKE /Ia BPIIUII 3HAYUTETHO BJIMjaHue (BO-
JIEBO WJIM MapKETUHINKO), U MOXKEII /1a TO WCIOJIHHUII
HajBepOjaTHO HAjHECOOABETHOTO BpeMe (OBa € y/lapHO
BpeMe Koe Ol KOH HeraTuBHa OECKOHEYHOCT) CO BEPO-
JaTHO HAjCOOJIBETHUTE M aKTyeJIHU TEMHU O] Hejesara
KOja peurcy U3MUHAaJIA. 3aT0A IITO, 3HAaeTe, BO TEKOT Ha
HeJZlesiaTa ceKoj fipeysakan ce, na aje /ia Ty 204iiHeme
CHTe OBUE TEMH BO HeJleJIa HAyTPO U aj/ie 1a TH ucepeme
(ue ro BmernryBajte ®poja, Be mosiam). 1 oBa e TOKMy TOA
1ITo ce ciyuysa. llena Henena MmeguymuTe ro Hocail, o
HCKpEeHOCT WK 0e3 Hea, HEIITOTO IIITO O MOXKEJIO Jja ce
Hapeye , KypHaJIM3aM* cO OIpPaBJaHOCT U UCKPEHOCT U
BO HeZleJla HayTpPO BecesiuTe BAOB(M)IM Ha HAIIMOHAJI-
HaTa TeJjieBu3uja MIBaH u AHZpej ro ucropavyBaar Wiy,
KaKo IITO OOMYHO OMBa, ro IMPEKUHYBaaT. YIITE HEIITO
7a ce Jogaze 3a ,,[I0OCTOeHEeTO“?

(B) Comycak He e tioauttiuvku tiperoc. He mopasiu HEIITO
JIPYTO TYKY ITIOPaJIi TOA IIITO He € IypH HU ,,iipeHoc”. Toa e
caMo ilpeHecy8aHo: IPUHLIUIIOT HA HETOBOTO CJIyIyBakhe
€ o7 BUJIOT Ha ,,Ky4HIbaTa JlaaT, a KApBAaHUTE MUHyBaat".
EnnocraBHO, He e. He e MOJWUTHYKKA TpeHOC HE IMO-
pazy HEUITO APYTO, TYKY mopaau akToT aeka dypu u
floautiuuapu y9ecTByBaaT BO Hero. [[HeBHUOT, HeJIeJTHO-

(a) The question “why” does not stand, because, at
first glance, it seems that nobody knows any-
thing.

(b) Sblusak is a show that does not exist.

Because at ten o’clock on Sunday, men, with still numb
cocks for breakfast, and women, with a still lower-than-
usual blood pressure, are only now waking and getting
up. Sblusak does exist in the spatial-temporal continu-
um, but it does not in the one of the consciousness — I re-
ally do not think that anybody takes this show seriously,
even its authors. The debility of the media has been sell-
ing ever better lately. This is precisely the trick/method:
that, as long as you are not taken seriously, you can ex-
ercise considerable influence (a volitional or a marketing
one), and you can fill up the probably least appropriate
time (this is prime time tending to minus infinity) with
the possibly most appropriate and topical subjects from
the week that has almost elapsed. Because, you see, dur-
ing the week everybody has chewed over everything, so
let’s swallow all these subjects on Sunday morning and
let’s shit them out (no Freud, if you please). And this is
precisely what happens. All week the media bear, in ear-
nest or not so, the thing which could be called “journa-
lism™ with justification and earnestness, and on Sunday
morning the merry widow(er)s of the national air Ivan
and Andrei deliver or, usually, abort it. Anything else on
“existing”?

(c) Sblusak is not a political transmission. Not because
of anything else, but because it is not even a “transmis-
sion.” It is only transmitted: the principle of its happen-
ing is of the type “the dogs bark but the caravan goes on”.
It simply is not. It is not a political transmission not be-
cause of anything else, but because of the fact that even
politicians participate in it. The daily, Sunday-morn-

’II
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YTPUHCKHOT ITOJIUTHYAD, jaBHATA JINYHOCT, AKTUBUCTOT
U CJIMYHUTE THUIIOBU CEKAKO ce OJJIMYHA aJITeEpHATHBa
3a HeJ|eJTHO-yTPUHCKUOT oaMop. IlosnTrykara KOHTpa-
JUKTOpPHOCT Ha Ch.aycak yiexku BO (paKTOT IIITO yCIieBa Ja
ro mpoOue CBOjOT MmaT J0 MOJTUTUUYAPHUTE U OIIITECTBEHO
AKTUBHUTE MHAVUBUJAYU U [0 IIOJIUTUKATA, UICTOBPEMEHO
¥ BO HajTeCHATa M HAjIIMPOKAaTa CMHCJIA Ha 300poT, 6e3
aHzaxcupare 60 tioauttiuxa. Boduilieauttie Ha woyttio,
HeaH u Audpej, ja uepaatt yrozaitia Ha azpe2atiHuO
tiocitimodepex Coxpatll uuja upoHuja e ceedeHa Ha waj-
Kailila Ha Ko084e201ill Ha Cexoj MPilio8 Ho8ek, OYpu U aKo
e Jcus.

XpoHonoruja Ha ronemoTo NporonTyBate
1.1. (2002)

IIpBoTo emuTyBame Ha Cbaycak BO BpPCKa CO XOMOCEK-
CyaJIHOCTA.

Tema: ,Jlamu e XoMOCeKCyaJIHOCTA IepBep3uja?“
TI'octuu:

Hue: JlecucnaBa IlerpoBa-BojHuk (ToramrHa mpetce-
Jlatesika Ha OyrapckaTta rej opraHmsanuja Gemini) u
BaIINOT BEPEH IMOJAHUK, CAMHOT jac (ToramieH MOpTIH-
apos Ha Gemini);

Tue: Tapo (D2) u Ceetijo (Hipodil).?

Hcxoo: KomruiereH Heycnex W 3a JBere crpaHu. Ha
eZlHaTa CTpaHa: HAMBHOCT U MACUBHOCT, a HA Jpyrara:
He33JIpKJINBa MamkocT. OMIITECTBOTO CE COOYyBa CO
MMaHeHTHa XoMocekcyanusanuja. Hu ce nonarare, camo
HEMOjTe J]a ce peKJIaMUpaTe U He CO3/1aBajTe rej KyaTypa,
3aroa IITo BUe cilie 3apa3Hu. Teza (sic!): HuemHO O6ebe He
ce para mezep.

Bunejku moyto Gelle KOMILIETHA IIPOIACT BO OJTHOC HA
KOHIIENIMjaTa, TeMaTa, UCXOZO0T, CyIUPOT, CKaHJAJIOT,

ing politician, public figure, activist and the like are of
course an excellent alternative for the Sunday-morning
rest. The political contradiction of Sblusak lies in the fact
that it succeeds in working its way to politicians and so-
cially active individuals and to politics, in the narrowest
and broadest sense of the word at the same time, with-
out engaging in politics. The hosts of the show, Ivan
and Andrei, play the role of the aggregate postmodern
Socrates, whose irony is reduced to a nail in the coffin of
every dead man even if he is alive.

Chronology of the Great Guzzling
1.1. (2002)
First Sblusak broadcast, connected with homosexuality.

Topic: “Is homosexuality a perversion?”

Guests:

Us: Desislava Petrova-Soldier (then president of Bulgar-
ian Gay Organisation Gemini) and your humble servant,
I (then spokesman of Gemini);

Them: Garo (D2) and Svetlyo (Hipodil)®.

Result: A total failure on both sides. On one side: na-
ivety and passiveness, and on the other: uncontainable
masculinity. Society is facing the prospect of homosexu-
ality being ‘on-the-up. We like you, but don’t advertise
yourselves and don’t create a gay culture, because you
are contagious. Thesis (sic!): no baby is born a faggot.

Since the show was a total flop as far as conception, topic,
result, clash, scandal, rating, melee and the like go, the
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IJIe/IaHOCTA, COUETYBAKETO U CJIMYHO, TIOMakHHUTE 00-
jaBHWja Jleka Ke IpOJIOJIKAT CO TeMaTa U CJle/lHaTa Hejle-
sa. BoobnuaeHara moziesiba Ha moOeHUIH U TYOUTHUITN
HE Ce CJIyYH.

1.2.

Cekako, cjieJlHaTa HeZiesla y9eCHUITUTE TH OpaHea CBOUTE
MIO3UIUHU CO HEBU/IEHA XOMO-CTPACT.

Tema: ucra.

TI'octtiu:

Hue: Uno IlerpoB (My3uuap u MeHaiep) u Kasojan-
JluBa (3aHUMarb€e — TPABECTUT);

Tue: ©3BeceH HOBUHAP Ha YK€ MMe He MOKaM Jia ce ce-
TaM U HEKOj JIpyT, Ha KOJIITO BOOIIIITO HEe MOKaM Jja ce
ceram.

Hcxo0: 6e3masniky BUCTHHCKA Terayka U KaBra BO CTY-
JIAOTO.

(a) Umo IlerpoB 3a MasKy ycriea aa ce 000paHu cebe cu
(co Toa He MHCJIaM Ha oi0paHa Ha Te3a).

(6) TpaBectutoT /luBa peye Jeka 3a TPU MeCEIH KOj
OMJI0 Mak MOJKE Jia TO IIPETBOPH BO TEj.

(B) besauMeHNOT HOBHHAp WH3jaBU JleKa IEZIEPUTE Ce
OOJIHM U JIeKa TH U3JI0KyBaarT JIyf'eTo Ha 3/JpaBCTBEH
pU3HK.

(r) IpyruoT yuecHHK pede JeKa MMa Tej JoOu U Tej
Madwuja Bo CobpaHueTo, Bo chepute 011 3HaAUEHE 32
jaBHOCTA, U JieKa CUOT HAlll jaBEH >KUBOT r'0 KOHTPO-
JIpAaT MAHUITYJIATUBHU IE€AEPU-IIMOHH, KOW Ma-
HUILYJINPAAT JIPYTU MMOJIUTHIAPH, KOU ITaK OF] HUBHA
cTpaHa ru ebaT, ¥ KaKo CETO OBa ja 3arpo3yBa HaIlHO-
HastHaTa 0e30eHOCT Ha JAprKaBara.

() ITo 3aBpuIyBamETO HA IIOYTO MMAIIe U 33/IKYJIHCHO
HypHYBame: IIPeTCTaBHULIY Ha byzapckaiua Hayuo-
HanHa AaujaHca Yekaa BO 3ace/ia 3a /1a U IIpeTeraar
HamuTe Aedku (y1e36ejkute). Moparie s1a T U3HecaT
HU3 33/THUOT BJie3 Ha 3rpajiaTa Ha BTB Bo mpuapy:x6a
Ha KaHIleJlapuckuTe pegapu. Meradopa, a?

hosts declared that they were going to pursue the topic
next week as well. The customary division into winners
and losers did not happen.

1.2.

Sure enough, with what homo-passion the participants
held their own field next week.

Topic: the same.

Guests:

Us: Itso Petroff (musician and manager) and Kaloyan-
Diva (occupation — transvestite);

Them: a certain journalist, whose name I do not recall,
and someone else, whom I do not recall at all.

Result: almost real fighting and a brawl in the studio.

(a) Itso Petroff almost succeeded in defending himself
(by that I do not mean defending a thesis).

(b) The transvestite Diva said that in three months s/he
could make a gay out of any man.

(c) The nameless journalist said that faggots are sick and
that they put people’s health at risk.

(d) The other participant said that there were a gay lobby
and a gay mafia in the Parliament, in all publicly im-
portant spheres, and that our whole public life was
controlled by manipulative faggots-pawns, who ma-
nipulated other politicians, who in their turn screwed
them, and how all this imperiled the national security
of the state.

(e) After the end of the show there was backstage diving
as well: representatives of the Bulgarian National
Alliance lay in ambush for our guys (the lesbians) in
order to thrash them. It was necessary to take them
out by the back entrance of BTV’s building with the
help of the office security guards. A metaphor, eh?

B
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2.1. (2004)

OxoJty /1BE TOAVMHU TIO/IOITHA.

Tema: ,Jlanu e ipeiHOCT Aa ce 6uze rej Bo bByrapuja?“
Toctu:

Hue: Credan Mapxkos (xkomtmjyrepcku (IT) excnept) u
Jby6omup MutueB (mucaTesn-imMuHKED);

Tue: TIOBTOPHO HOBHHApP Ha YHEe HMe IIOBTOPDHO HeE
MoxkaM ga ce ceram u DJ Panu (on TEXHO ABUKEHETO
Meittpotioauc).

Hexoo:

(a) Crepan MapkoB IOTOjaHO HHCHUCTHpAIIIE JIEKa He
€ HUTY €JHOCTAaBHO HUTY TEIIKO Jia ce Oujie Tej BO
Byrapuja. (AMopdHU reuIITa MOTENIKO Ce IIPOo-
JaBaar).

(6) Jby6bomup MusueB, 11eJIOCHO BO cTHIOT Ha Ockap
Bajiiz, mocTojaHo cu MpMOpeIiie HENITo: ,,y(, 3a IITO
JIM pa3roBapaMe HUe; 30IITO BOOIIIITO JI0jA0B TYKa,;
OBa OBJIe € r000JIEMO MOPHOTPadCKO JIeJI0 U Toa €
TOA; IITO JIPYTO cakaTe of Hac.“

(8) [IpOTUBHUKOT, T.e. 063MMEHHUOT HOBHUHAP ja 3a7prKa
cTapaTa Te3a 3a MaHUITYJIATUBHUOT KapaKTep Ha XO-
MOCEKCYQJIHUOT MOJIUTUYap-IeZiep U Kaka JieKa rej
siobujaTta u rej Mmadwujara ja 3arpo3yBaar HallMOHAJI-
HaTa O6e30e/THOCT Ha JprKaBara.

(r) DJ Pagu ja 3amprka ucraTa Tesa JieKa e JIECHO Jia ce
o6uzne nenep/rej Bo byrapuja u cekako 0cobeHO BO
MY3WYKHUOT OM3HUC U BO IIOY-OM3HHUC KPYTOBUTE, a
TOj 1 Oe3MMEHHOT HOBHHApP 0Oea cé OCBEH JUCKDH-
MUHUPAHU.

2.2. (2004)

Peunicu egHa roguHa mOAOIIHA.

Tema: ,IlocTou s BOOMIITO IPUYMHA 3a OTPPJIamkbe Ha
Tej JIMIaTa O] OMIITECTBOTO? (BuaM Oesennka 2)
Tocttiu:

2.1. (2004)

Some two years later.

Topic: “Is it an advantage to be gay in Bulgaria?”
Guests:

We: Stefan Markov (IT specialist) and Lyubomir Milchev
(writer-dandy);

They: again a journalist, whose name I once again do
not recall, and DJ Radi (from the techno movement
Metropolis).

Result:

(a) Stefan Markov kept on insisting that it is neither
easy, nor difficult to be gay in Bulgaria. (Amorphous
stands sell with difficulty).

(b) Lyubomir Milchev, thoroughly in the fashion of Os-
car Wilde, kept on muttering to himself: “bah, what
are we talking about; why did I come here in the first
place; this thing here is a bi-i-i-ig piece of porn and
that’s all there is; what else do you want from us.”

(c) The opponent, i.e. the journalist without a name,
maintained the same old thesis about the manipula-
tive character of the homosexual politician-faggot,
and said that gay lobbies and the gay mafia imperiled
the national security of the state.

(d) DJ Radi maintained the same thesis that it was easy
to be a faggot/a gay in Bulgaria and, of course, parti-
cularly so in the music business and the show busi-
ness circles, and both he and the nameless journalist
were all but left discriminated.

2.2. (2004)

Nearly a year later.

Topic: “Is there any reason why gays should be rejected
by society?” (see note 2)

Guests:
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Hue: WBenun Joppanos* (ox ®ondauujaitia Queer
Byeapuja) u Aranac JlozanoB (YHuja Ha maadu Hosu-
Hapu).

Tue: Wnuja NnueB (HoBuHAp U A0KTOp) U CTaHUMHUP
KauernmapoB (CTyIeHT 110 MEAUTIIHA).

Hcxo0: ymite enHAII MOTPEIIHO MOCTAaBEHO IPAIIAhe;
IIOBTOPHO Ce JIpKellle Te3aTa JieKa XOMOCEKCYyaJHOCTa
e 3apasa Oujejku HEMPOAYKTUBHATA CEKCYaJTHOCT HE €
CEeKCyaJIHOCT; YIIITe eJHAIll ce Kaka JleKa XOMOoceKcyasl-
HOCTa e MpoIacT 3a NUBWIN3aInujata. ,Hue“ ycneaBme
Jla TIOKakeMe JieKa fjo0paTa cCaMOKOHTPOJIA U KYJITUBU-
PaHO O/IHECYBamhe He ce Ipallame Ha XOMOCEKCYaTHOCT
TYKY Ha OCHOBHO J106po BocniuTyBame. 1 Toa e Toa.

2.2.2.

U taka, He CHPOTHUCTAaBYBAjKH U Ce HA CEKCyaJTHATa PEBO-
JiyIiija ¥ eMaHIUIaNyjaTa KOU HEKAKOo ce C/Iy4dyBaar,
30IIITO MPETCTABYBAILETO OJ CTpaHA Ha MeJIUYMMHTE,
CEPHO3HO WU IIOTCMEBJIWBO, HAa XOMOCEKCYyaJHOCTa
1 Hej3MHUTEe IpobsieMu (JIOKOJIKY cybOjexiliuilie Ha ca-
MaTa XOMOCEKCYaJIHOCT Ce HajBepOjaTHO MPU3HAEHM)
ce cay4dyBa BO OOJIMK Ha OBaa pPUTyaJIM3WUpaHa, CAMO-
yHuwitysavka nebara?’ Jlasm e mpuumHaTa BO TOA IIITO
HeMa CEPHUO3HO HOBUHAPCTBO MJIM IPUYMHATA € BO TOa
ITO He ce M30paHW CEPHUO3HU MPETCTABHUIIM HA XO-
MOCeKCyaTHaTa 3aeHUIA (JOKOJIKY ITOCTOU TaKBa 3ae/l-
uuna)?® Mau e Bo aBere Hemrra? 30IITO JIM JIy[eTo Ha
Hac MOMHUCJTyBaaT caMo Ha 2-pu ¢heBpyapH, a Ha Jie30€j-
KU KOra IJIelaaT IMTOPHO (XeTepoCceKCyaTHO ITOPHO)?

X(y/o)mop

Ha cute uMm e jacHO Jeka, cera 3acera, cexoja siebara
3a MaJIIIMHCTBAaTa € TOJIMTUYKO W IPOEBPOIICKO UIOY
3a pa3bupame Ha eBPOIICKUTE WIEHTUTETH HAa MaJII[UH-
CTBaTa - TOJIEPAHTHU JUPEKTUBHU: HAIIIETO 3aKOHO/IABCT-

We: Ivelin Yordanov* (from the Queer Bulgaria Foun-
dation) and Atanas Lozanov (Union of Young Journal-
ists).

They: Iliya Iliev (journalist and doctor) and Stanimir
Kacheshmarov (medical student).

Result: once more a wrongly phrased question; once
more the thesis was maintained that homosexuality
is a disease by reason of the view that non-productive
sexuality is not a sexuality; once more it was said that
homosexuality is the ruin of civilization. “We” managed
to demonstrate that good self-control and cultivated de-
meanor are not a question of being homosexual but of
rudimentary breeding. And that’s all there is to it.

2.2.2.

And so, notwithstanding the somehow happening sexual
revolution and emancipation, why does the media repre-
sentation, serious or derisive, of homosexuality and its
problems (whereby the subjects of homosexuality itself
are probably recognized) happen in the style of this ritua-
lized, self-ruining debate°? Is it that there is no serious
journalism or is it that there haven’t been chosen any se-
rious representatives of the homosexual community (if
there is such a community)°? Or is it both? Why is it that
people think of us on 2" February only, and of lesbians
when they watch porn (heterosexual one)?

H(u/o0) mourosity

It is clear to everybody that, for the time being, any de-
bate on minorities is a political and pro-European show
of realizing European minority identities-tolerant direc-
tives: our legislation, it seems, is homosexualised.” The

’II
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BO, Ce YMHHU, € XOMOCeKcyaTu3upaHo.’” I'ojieMoTo Jyauio
(mapaHoja) KOeIITo cakaB Jia TO WIYCTPUPaM MMa CBOU
KOpema BO KOHTHHYMTETOT Ha HEIITO IITO Ke UM Ouze
oJl KopucT Ha cuTe: EBporckata YHHja, camaTta Majka
Byrapwuja u nesiepure, Kou Beke HeMa J1a OUAAT IpeIMeT
Ha Ka3HEHU MEPKH; a KOPHUCTA 3a IMOCJIeTHUBE Ce YNHHU
KaKO HEIIITO IITO He Ou UM OMJIO OJT KOPUCT BO IIpaKca,
TYKy caMO BO TeOpHja, T.e. YIITe eAHa O/ OHHe HePyHK-
[MOHAIHU AupeKTUBU. O ApyTa CTpaHa, BO PEaTHOCTa,
Ce YIIITe ce HeMa CJIy9eHO HUKAKOB CEPUO3€EH jaBeH JIHja-
JIOT 3a XOMOceKcyasrHocTa. Toa cekako ce I0JIKU 1 Ha JIBe-
T€ CTPAHU — MPETCTABHUIINTE HA 3aeTHUIATA U HEJTOCTa-
TOKOT Ha CEPHO3€H CTaB Off CTpaHa Ha HOBHHapure. Ho,
0Ba, HCTO TaKa, ce I0JIKU U Ha cillepeotuiiuile Ha ghem-
UHU3UpaHuilie ,ileiliku“ u mawkyoaHckuite ne30ejxu,
KOU T PUMEHYBaat cute (OMIITECTBOTO, MEAUYMUTE U
xomocekcyaniuTe). He cMee 1a mocrou 6apame 3a moja-
BaTa Ha MOJUTUYKO ,,Hue“ u Herosure cybjektu. Cemnax,
MIPETCTAaByBAIHETO € UyJHO 3aTOA IIITO OBUE KAaTETOPHUH
U ujen, Oe3 OrJieJ] Ha Toa KOJIKY HEBH/JIUBO IOCTOjaT
BO OIIIITECTBOTO, OTICTOjyBaaT KaKO Pelpe3eHTaTUBHU/
BUCTHHCKH MOZIETU U BO X(y/0)MOPHUCTHYHA ¥ CEPUO3HA
nepcreKTusa.’

MojaTa mo3uiipja € JieKa, Of] Pa3JIMYHU NPUYUHU H
0e3 oryies Ha TOa JIaJIk ce COTJIacyBaM CO TOA WJIH JTaJIx
CyM CpekeH MOpajiii TOa, OBHE MOJEJH H CTEPEOTHUIIH
3a XOMOCEKCyaJIHOCTa BeKe BHJIUBO Ce MCUE3HATH U
rcuesnyBaaT. OBa BOOIIIITO HE € Ba)KHO KOTa CTaHYy-
Ba 300D 3a OINCTOjyBambe€TO HA HEIITO IITO HE IOCTOM.
Bes 0cobeHo MHCHCTHpambe Ha peaaHocilia, ke Kaxkam
HEKOJIKY 300pOBH 3a aKillye/AHOillo, 3a Toa MTO QyHK-
[IMOHKMPA WK IITO He PYHKIMOHKMPA BO IIPAaKca BO OBHE
MOJIeJI Ha XOMOCEKCYaJTHUTE BUI0BU (0e3 meaurpe).

Beke caMmo peTKko ce cydyBa IIeTajku 0 YIUIUTE JIa TO
BH/IMIII TOA IIITO TH CE MPE3eHTHPa Ha TeJEBU3Hja KAaKO
CJIMKA 324 TOa IITO ce mieTa mo yaumuTe. CIukaTa 3a Xo-

big (dementia) paranoia that I wanted to illustrate has
its roots in the continuity of something that will together
favor everybody: the European Union, Mother Bulgaria
herself, and faggots, who will even no longer be subject to
punitive measures; and the favoring of the latter seems
to be something that should not favor them in practice
but in theory only, i.e. another of those non-functioning
directives. On the other hand, in reality, so far no serious
public dialogue on homosexuality has taken place. That,
of course, is due to both sides — the representatives of
the community and the lack of serious attitude on the
part of journalists. But this is also due to the stereotypes
of the effeminate pansy and the mannish lesbian, which
are still employed by everybody (society, the media and
homosexual people). There must not be any claims to
the appearance of a political “We” and its subjects. Yet
the representation is strange, because these categories
and ideas, irrespective of the extent to which they exist
(in)visibly in society, persist in circulating as represen-
tative/real models in both h(u/o)mourous and serious
perspective.®

I maintain that, for various reasons, and regardless of
whether I agree or not, or whether I'm happy about this
or not, these models and stereotypes of homosexuality
have already visibly disappeared and are disappear-
ing. This isn’t at all important when what is involved is
the substantialization of something that does not exist.
Without particularly insisting on reality, I will say a few
words about veracity, about what works or what doesn’t,
in practice, in these models of the homosexual species
(without a pedigree).

It is already only rarely that you can see walking the
streets what is presented to you on TV as an image of
what walks the streets. The image of homosexuality that
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MOCEKCYaJIETIOT KOjalllTO ja IPETCTaByBaaT MEINYMHUTE €
camo HueHa Kotiuja Ha camutitie Hus. I1pen ce, e cauxa Ha
cauxaitia, T.e. CJIMKa Ha caMmaTa cebe ¥ HeMa CBOj IpeT-
CTaBHMK BO PEaJIHOCTA — CellaK He KaKO PeaIHOCT Ha pe-
aJIHOTO, TYKY KaKO aKTyeJIHOTO Ha Toa peasiHo. bapem He
Ha HAUMHOT Ha KOjIIITO Ce caKa Jia ce ImpercTaBu (0co6eH0
Ha TeJIEBU3UCKHUOT eKpaH). OBaa cjmka e iapoduja’® Ha
camata cebe OUIejKH, KaKO CeIlak 3eMeHa O] PeayTHOCTa,
OCTaHyBa Ha TEJIEBU3HUCKHOT eKpaH 6e3 J1a Oujie OTKpU-
eHa Ha MeCTOTO O Koe Omja uHcnupupana. CuMyak-
PYMOT € 3aBpIleH, KaKO U JIUCKYPCOT, HO peaJlHOCTa He
e. HesaBucHo o Toa ganu 360pyBaMe 3a ,,[IOTOJIEM T
07l HaceJIEHNETO" WM 3a ,, MAJIIIUHCTBO BO MAJIIIUHCTBO",
HE3aBUCHO O/ TOA KOj IITO MPETIIOYUTA, HUKO] ITOBEKe
He caka GeMUHU3UPAHU MayKU MJIM Ma>KeCTBEHH KEHM.
Co ezen 360p, ce YHHHU JieKa iipoussedysarseilio Ha Iuc-
KpPUMMHAaIIMja, O] BHATPE HUJIX O] HaJIBOP HE MOXKE J1a ce
npoBepu. Toa e ommirectBeHa (a, He OMOJIOIIKA) CyI0U-
Ha U BO KEHCTBEHOTO U BO MycKysecToTo. OBOj AUCKYypC
3a XOMOCEKCYaJTHOCTa BO MOCJIEAHO BPEME CE€ ITOBEKE Io
JI0O¥MBa Toa IIITO He caKa Jja ro I00ue: BPCT, TOJIEM U pe-
aJIeH Kyp BO OOJIMK Ha caMO-aCHMIJIMPAYKO HAOWIZAHO
tesio (a, He cauka) Ha xomocekcyanHuot Max. (I[Tocen-
HOBO HE € OKCHMOPOH).

JIUCKypCcOT Ha MeJUyMHTE 3a XOMOceKcyasiHocta (a)
He To oTdpJia Toa CO Koe IITO paboTH U TOa CO KOe ce
morcMeBa; (0) cemak, peTko ro ordpsa Toa Ha Koe
caka Jila My IIOMOTHe, BO THe pPeTKH ciaydau; (B) TOj e
IapaHOWYEH ¥ CAMOMBJIyAyBauKU 3aToa IITO cebe Cu ce
cMeTa 3a JIOKTOP OJf KOTO IITO MOTEeKHyBa IlapaHojara,
KOjaIllTo TOj/Taa ce obuayBa a My ja HAMeTHe Ha CBO-
jJOT HelmocToeuku 00jekT;'® (T) v Bo (prHATHATA aHAJIN3A,
TOj € MCHXOaHAJIUTHUYKO Heopa3burparbe KOe COAPIKH
HEeOOMYEeH MOHOJIOIIKK JHjaJIor CO HEINTO KOEIITO He
IIOCTOH U KO€, CIIOPEJ TOa, YECTO HEe MOXKe J1a 300pyBa.
ITocieHOBO € TOa IITO KCTO TaKa ja HOCH OJIFOBOPHOC-
Ta: Toa Tpeba Jia mpe3emMe OATOBOPHOCT 3a COIICTBEHATa

is presented in the media is a copy solely of itself. It is
above all things an image of the image, i.e. an image of
itself, and it does not have a counterpart in reality — not,
however, as the reality of the real, but as the veracity of
that real. At least not in the way this is intended to be
presented (on the TV screen in particular). This image
is a parody’ of itself since, having been taken after all
from reality, it remains on the TV screen without being
discovered at the place from which it was inspired. The
simulacrum is complete, as is the discourse, but reality
is not. Irrespective of whether we talk of “a predominant
portion of the population” or of “a minority in the minor-
ity,” irrespective of what someone likes, nobody wants
to see effeminate men or manly women any more. In a
word, it seems that the production of discrimination,
from within or from without, cannot be checked. It is a
social (and not a biological) destiny, both in the feminine
and in the muscular. This discourse on homosexuality
has increasingly been receiving lately what it does not
want: a hard, big and real cock in the form of the self-as-
similating brawny body (and not image) of the homo-
sexual-man. (The last is not an oxymoron).

The media discourse on homosexuality (a) does not dis-
pose of what it works with and what it makes fun of; (b)
however, it rarely disposes of the thing it wants to help,
in those rare cases; (¢) it is paranoid and self-maddening,
because it takes itself for a doctor, from precisely whom
the paranoia, which s/he tries to instil in his/her non-
existent object, derives; (d) and, in the final analysis,
it is a psychoanalytical misunderstanding which carries
on an odd mono-logic dialogue with something that does
not exist and which, accordingly, often cannot speak.
The latter is what is also held responsible: that one has
to take responsibility for one’s own irresponsibility...

:
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HEOATOBOPHOCT...

Mojaitia ie3a e Oexa jasHoilio lpelliciiagy8arse HA
XomocekcyaaHocitia 60 byzapuja e ce ywilie 8o ¢asa
Ha cexcyaaHa yuoiipeba Ha Hewuu AHAAHU OWHBOPU
3a tipusaittiHu toiipebu.” Toa wilio e 3emMeHO KAKO
HeedexiliugeH cypoeaill Ha ceKCYaaHuoill o0jexill Ha
080] aHa.eH oleop e Woa Willo HAJMAAKY Moxce 0a U
floMoO2He Ha XOMOCEKCYa1HOClla Kojawilo e otlucyiiHa
80 lipeiliciiagysarvetlio Ha tpeilcitiageHoitio. OOHOCHO,
JjasHotlio perexitiuparbe Ha OUCKYPCOU 3a XOMOCEKCY-
anHocttia ce odsusa be3 tiocebHUOW cayUaj Ha tlocaed-
HOTlO, HO 80 DeAyMHUOTI TOUIUK HA Tipeotlo, W.e. HA
duckypcotid.

Ha nmpumep, Coaycax He e MOy KOEWITO e iipobiem HA
XomocekcyanHuitie 2nedavu, TyKy ipobaem Ha He2o-
suitie 2nedavu, Mefy KOU UCTO TaKa UMa U XOMOCEKCY-
annu. CkpueHara U KOJIEKTUBHATA IIOJUTHYKA IleHa e
MHOBAaTHBHO OpY’Kje 3a 00JIMKyBabe Ha jaBHOTO MHEHUE,
Jlo/leKka IOCJIETHOTO BOOIIITO He CIY>KU KaKo Opy»Kje.
Cbiycak e aiicoayiliHuoll Makcumym Ha Oyzapckuoil
Kpuiiuuxku tybauyuitieii. Tue 3Haaili Koj W 10 Koja
Mepka e (He)penmpeseHTaTHBHA GUTypa, KOj U J0 KoOja
MepKa MOXe Jja ce oOpeMeHH CO OJITOBOPHOCT U COOJ-
BETHO YyBCTBO Ha BAXKHOCT (T.e. CHHAPOMOT ,,f(e o6umam
Ha TesieBusuja“). Ho, tiue He 3Haaill fexa Tye ce MeTa-
¢dopa. [IpuHIUIIOT Ha OBO3MOKyBame IIPOCTOP 3a fieba-
Ta 32 XOMOCEKCyaJIHocTa (M HeroBaTa HOpMasIn3aIyja)
ce IpPeTBOpA BO METOJT HA eJIMMHUHUpame Ha Cy0jeKTOT
Ha Jiebarara. 11 HaBUCTHMHA, MOJUTUYKU MPUBJIEYHUOT
TeaTap GYHKI[MOHHPA COBPIIEHO: C& IITO BOJUTEINTE Ha
Cbaycax ipaBart 11€J10 BpeMe e Toa IITo (pJiaat oaBpeMe
HaBpeMe 110 HeKOja KocKa 3a IJ10/1ame IOKOJIKY JOTOrall
yirTe He 6mia (ppsieHa BO pUHTOT (@, KOj YUH € BCYIITHOCT
JleJ1 01 CIIEHAPUOTO), I0/IeKa CHOT OCTAHAT /et o] pabo-
TaTa 0OMYHO ja cpaboTyBaaT caMHTe yUeCHUIIN KOHUIIITO
0OMYHO WJIU ce I0cepyBaaT WK €THOCTABHO CE YIITE HE

My thesis is that the public representation of homosexu-
ality in Bulgaria is still in the phase of the sexual use
of one’s anal orifice for private ends." What is taken as
an ineffective surrogate of the sexual object of this anal
orifice is what can least help — homosexuality, which is
absent in the representation of the represented. That is,
the public reflection of the discourse on homosexuality
takes place without the special case of the latter, but in
the partial drive of the former, i.e. of the discourse.

By way of example, Sblusak is not a show that is a prob-
lem of the homosexual viewers, but is a problem of its
viewers, among whom there are homosexual people as
well. The subliminal and collective political stake is an
innovative weapon for shaping public opinion, while the
latter does not by any means serve as a weapon. Sblusak
is the absolute maximum of Bulgarian critical publici-
ty. They know who and to what extent someone is an
(un)representative figure, who and to what extent some-
one can be charged with responsibility and a correspond-
ing feeling of being of importance (i.e. the syndrome “I'm
gonna be on television”). But they do not know that they
are the metaphor. The principle of providing space for a
debate on homosexuality (and its normalisation) turns
into a method of eliminating the subject of the debate.
Sure enough, the politically ravishing theatre functions
perfectly: all the hosts of Sblusak do all the time is to toss
every now and then an occasional bone to be thoroughly
chewed over (Proof Reader’s Note: Was it the author’s
intention to have a double entendre here? I doubt it —
perhaps a revision of the sentence should be considered)
if it hasn’t already been thrown on the ring (and which
is all the same a part of the scenario), while all the rest
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ja mocrurHase azara Ha MH(MAHTUIHA TTPEAreHUTaTHA
opraHusanyja — 1 3aToa ce ocepyBaar.

Taxa, woyitio Cbiycak iiped cé e tipobaem Ha Hezo-
suilie 2nedavu. OHOj IITO TO U3y4dyBa (HOJKIOPOT O
peko, ,,JIaBemeTo € 80 payeilie Ha OHUE KOU U CAaMUTE
ce naBar.“ OBue parlle, IaK, ce HEYIOTPeOJINBY, BP3aHU
WM €JHOCTAaBHO HexurueHcku. [lapasesHo Ha OBa, Toa
€ U 80 yciliuilie HA OHKME KOU T'O HyAaT MOPETO 3a JaB-
eme. IHCTpyMEHTHTe Ha OBOj ,,KPUTUUKHU IIyOJTUIATET"
BKJIyuyBaaT (a) xoH@dpoHIlupare BO CTUJIOT Ha Xeres
HAa 3a€MHO HCIPIYBAYKHUTE [JIEJIUIITA: YYECHUIUTE
KaKo J1a ce TJIyBOHEMH €JIHU 3a JAPYTH, U (0) Be:kOU 110
HEBO3MO’KHA PETOPUKA KOja HAa CKPUEH WM HECKpHEeH
HAYMH KOPUCTH HAYYHU W JEMOHCTPATUBHHU METOIH OFf
TUIIOT Ha COIMjaJIeH JapBUHU3AM U COIIMOOHOIIOTH]a.

Tormnu mo3apaBu o1 JOKTOp MeHree.

[TpeBog ox anTIKIcKH ja3uk: PogHa PyckoBcka

benewku:

1. ,Muciere Ha MeHe KaKo Ha OraH — IomyJapHa dpasa of
1980-T1e, uszrosopena o Jbjymmuina JKuBkoBa, Kepka Ha
KOMYHHUCTHYKHOT Bojiad Tomop YKMBKOB 1 MUHHUCTED 3a
KYJITypa BO TOA BpEMe.

2. Bo TekoT Ha 2004 TroAWMHA, TOK IoyTro ,COiycak®
OopraHu3upalie TpU Moya Ha TeMa XOMoceKcyaHocT. He-
MoTpeOHO € /1a ce Kake Jieka (popMyIUpameTo Ha TeMaTa
BO BHU/JI Ha Ipalllame I'M cTaBu npercraBHUnuTe Ha JITBT
BO ITOHEIIOBOJIHA CUTYyaIHja BO CUTE CJIyIau — TeJIEBU3HC-
KU NPUMEDP KOj ja TOKaKyBa HEBO3MOXKHOCTA 34 ,paMHO-
MPaBHO TJIO®.

of the job is usually done by the participants themselves
who normally either shit themselves or have simply not
yet reached the phase of the infantile pre-genital organi-
zation — and that is why they shit themselves.

Therefore, the Sblusak show is a problem of its viewers
to begin with. The folklore scholar would say, “The affair
of the drowning is in the hands of those drowning them-
selves.” These hands, however, are unusable, bound, or
simply unhygienic. Parallel with this, however, the affair
is in the mouths of those, who provide the sea for the pur-
pose of drowning as well. The instruments of this ‘critical
publicity’ include (a) to confront in a Hegelian fashion
the mutually exhausting stands: participants as if deaf-
and-dumb to each-other; and (b) exercises in vestibule
rhetoric, which makes use in a covert or overt manner of
scientific means and means of demonstration of the kind
of social Darwinism and sociobiology.

Best regards from Doctor Mengele.

Translated from Bularian by Petar Hadjidochev

Notes:

1. “Think of me as of fire” — a popular phrase from the 1980s,
pronounced by Lyudmila Zhivkova, daughter of commu-
nist leader Todor Zhivkov and minister of culture at the
time.

2. In the course of 2004, the talk show “Sblusak” organised
three shows dealing with homosexuality. Needless to say,
the wording of the topic in the form of a question placed
the representatives of LGBT at a disadvantage in each of
the cases — a TV example proving in itself the untenability
of any attempt at proving “equal footing.”
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Stanimir Panayotov The Binary Code: Notes on the Celebrating of Homosexuality

IMomysapHu O6yrapcKy My3UUKH IPYTIH.

Bo HOEeMBpHU 2004 roguHa, 0BOj wieH Ha DoHparumjara
Queer Byrapuja u Ha Byrapckara conujaincTiuuka mapTu-
ja ja oTKpHU cBOjaTa CeKcyasTHa OpHUEeHTallhja BO UHTEPB]Y
3a e/IeH MeZINyM 1 Toa IIPeJU3BUKA MeIUYyMCKa CeH3anMja.
BeymiHoct, JopAaHOB e PBUOT GyrapcKH MOJUTHYAP KOj
OTBODEHO ja IeKJIaprupaJ CBojaTa ceKCcyasHa OpHeHTaIrja
U KOj JekyIapupas moauTuuka npunagaoct Ha JITBT 3a-
epHunara. Cenax, IoCBeTEHOCTA € UCTO TOJIKY HeZJOBOJIHA
KaKO ¥ caMaTa XOMOCEKCYyaTHa KeJba.

Bugu: Judith Butler, Gender Trouble, Ch. I, 111, 11, Lon-
don & New York: Routledge, 1999.

OBue 3arpmKyBayku Ipallalkba I'l NOTTUKHA MoOHHKa
IMucankaneBa, ,l'eu-Temara: mpeau u cera“,Kyaiiypa,
16/2004;<http://www.online.bg/kultura/my_html

/2318/geymp.htm>.

3amTuTara of YMHOT Ha AUCKPUMUHAIMja € Ha CHUJIa BO
Byrapwuja ox 1 jaHyapu 2004 ToAuHA.

IToxpaj oBa, BO MOMEHTOT € BUJJINBA TEHEHIMjaTa Ha
camara XOMOCEKCYaJIHa 3aeZJHUIIA KOja CTAHyBa Ce ITOBEKe
XeTepOCeKCyaTH3upaHa U 'l OT(pJia OHUE CBON WIEHOBHU
Kou OWje CTEpeOTHIU3UPAHH Of OIIITECTBOTO, IITO €
JIOTIIOJTHUTEJIEH IBOEH IIPOOJIEM KOj IompBa Tpeba fa buzae
BKJIyYEH BO areH/1aTa.

Buau: Judith Butler, Conclusion, 212-222, op.cit.

Bugu: Guy Hocquenghem, Homosexual Desire, Duke Uni-
versity Press, 1993, 100-1.

Bunu: Sigmund Freud, Three Essays on the Theory of
Sexuality, Basic Books, 2000, 101.

10.

11.

Popular Bulgarian bands.

In November 2004, this member of the Queer Bulgaria
Foundation and of the Bulgarian Socialist Party made a
coming out in an interview for a medium, which produced
a media sensation. In actual fact, Yordanov is the first Bul-
garian politician to openly declare his sexual orientation
and to declare a political commitment to the LGBT com-
munity. Yet, commitment is as insufficient as homosexual
desire itself.

See: Judith Butler, Gender Trouble, Ch. I, III, 11, London
& New York: Routledge, 1999.

These concerns were voiced by Monika Pisankaneva, “Gei-
temata: predi i sega.” [“The Gay Issue: Before and Now”]
Kultura, 16/2004; <http://www.online.bg/kultura/my_
html/2318/geymp.htm>.

The Protection from Discrimination Act has been opera-
tive in Bulgaria since January 1st, 2004.

Apart from this, the tendency of the homosexual commu-
nity itself becoming more and more heterosexualised and
rejecting those of its members that have been stereotyped
by society, is visible in Bulgaria at the present moment,
which is an additional, double problem, that has yet to en-
ter the agenda.

See: Judith Butler, Conclusion, 212-222, op.cit.

See: Guy Hocquenghem, Homosexual Desire, Duke Uni-
versity Press, 1993, 100-1.

See: Sigmund Freud, Three Essays on the Theory of Sexu-
ality, Basic Books, 2000, 101.




