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abstract A discursive analysis of natural area destinations is presented in this article,

where it is argued that the management and use of natural areas for (eco) tourism is

influenced by economic and institutional practices that contribute to rationalizing

‘Nature’ and the visitor experience. A brief look at some historical influences on

nature-based tourism development in (post)-modernity sets the context for illustrating

paradoxical discourses (e.g. neo-liberalism, ecological modernization and

globalization) that structure and instrumentalize human relationships with the natural

world. Viewing these natural areas as performance spaces helps to show how the

multiplicity of discourses plays out and how nature and tourists are performatively

engaged in these spaces. A conceptual analysis of performativity in relation to

touristic spaces is presented and its potential to enable resistance to the

rationalizations outlined in the article is examined. The possibility of a performative

tourist ethic is discussed, based on a notion of reflexive praxis. Implications for (eco-)

tourism research and practice are offered.

keywords eco-tourism ecological modernization nature tourism neo-liberalism

performative ethic performativity (post)-modernity resistance rationalization

Tourism and natural areas: critical performances
Most ‘green’ theories and practices, however, increasingly centre on ‘grey’ outcomes –
who will ‘denature’ Nature for whom, in what ways, for how long, to serve what
ends? – although they often raise this very ineffectively with few original insights into
what is really unfolding here. (Luke, 1997: 197)
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Ecology, says Eder (1996), is the new belief system for reorganizing self and
identity in the contemporary world. New forms of tourism like eco-tourism
and heritage tourism are closely interwoven with the quest for contemporary
identity in a mobile world where the technologically driven products of the
new culture industries continually defer (and differ) relationships with the land
and ‘Nature.’Although scholars have touched on the sustainability-related chal-
lenges of international tourism (Britton, 1991), mainstream tourism journals in
general are woefully lacking in ‘critical’ insights on the historical and discursive
influences that have shaped the economic, social and political ecologies of
tourism, particularly with respect to various forms of ‘sustainable tourism’,
nature tourism and ecotourism. Mowforth and Munt (1998), for instance, argue
that sustainability is socially constructed and reflective of dominant interests,
such as the ironic desire to maximize tourism industry profits.As these authors
point out, deconstructing the political rhetoric of sustainable tourism (and its
related form, eco-tourism) requires asking what is being sustained, by whom
and for whom.Who decides what sustainability means and entails, and who dic-
tates how it should be achieved and evaluated? Their analysis reflects the impor-
tance of studying both the micro-level (individual) and the macro-level
(institutional, social and global) motivators that drive tourism in natural areas.
By adopting such a micro-macro approach, this article aims to investigate the
complex discursive and societal influences that shape the use and management
of, and experience in, natural area destinations.

Urry (1995: 174) summarizes four ways in which societies relate to their
physical environment: stewardship (of the land for future generations), exploita-
tion (of the land or other resources), scientization (of the land as an object of
scientific investigation, intervention and regulation), and visual consumption (of
the landscape/townscape and aesthetic appropriation). While Urry (1990) pro-
vides a comprehensive analysis of the ‘romantic tourist gaze’ and the cultural
production of natural destinations like the English Lake District, we focus here
on the various practices and discourses by which natural domains are mediated
and managed, precisely because of the lack of such discussion in the (eco)-
tourism literature. In contrast to the primarily functionalist and normative
approaches that focus on managing eco-tourists and eco-tourism’s contribu-
tions to economic, social and natural goods, a critical examination traces the dis-
cursive roles and practices of various stakeholders that impact biophysical
life-support systems as well as human cultural systems. The position adopted
here is that, rather than take sustainability and global eco-tourism as necessary
‘goods’ managed by policy makers, businesses and environmental organizations,
it is important to understand how the globality of tourism is constructed, nego-
tiated and hence open to creative re-working at the level of both self and soci-
ety – in other words, to critically examine the discourse and sociology of
globalization (Yearley, 1996) in the context of tourism, modernity and post-
modernity.This exercise raises crucial questions about the structure and space of
nature-based tourist experiences, and how best to identify and address such dis-
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cursive influences.1 Specifically, what is the nature of (touristic) nature spaces
and what practices shape the use and management of these areas? How does
viewing these areas as performance spaces show how nature and tourists are per-
formatively engaged and to what end? Are tourists active participants engaged in
sense-making, or are they passive receptors of the myths woven by tourist man-
agers and tour operators through symbolic media and the globalized culture
industries?

We build on Adler’s (1989) argument which locates tourists by their perform-
ance rather than by their gaze or presence, and reflects the noticeable shift in
tourism research towards the socially constructed aspects of touristic experience
and the situated practices by which toured spaces are engaged and ‘performed’.
This move is further developed here by offering conceptual clarification of the
notion of performativity and how it situates the space of performance, thereby
highlighting its potential to inform a theory of tourist resistance to rationaliza-
tion in natural area destinations.This approach opens avenues for introducing
perspectives on power and the ‘subject of power’ (Foucault, 1980) and thus to
the study of touristic spaces as performative spaces where the visitor and ‘the
Other’ (e.g. the destination’s inhabitant, ‘Nature’ and the natural landscape)
interact within a complex matrix of rational-disciplinary relations. In this
regard, the following three questions are addressed:

• What influences and discourses contribute to the cultural production and
consumption of ‘nature’ in contemporary society?

• How do tourism-related mechanisms and activities mediate this relationship
in natural areas and protected regions like national parks?

• Can sustainability be rescued in nature destinations by a performative tourist
ethic that resists the rationalization of public and natural spheres?

In the next section, discourses of globalization, neo-liberalism and ecological
modernization are introduced alongside the evolution of leisure and tourism in
the (post-) modern world. The subsequent section addresses a concern that
weaves through the second section: the rationalization of public, social and nat-
ural spaces. Most of this latter section examines the concept of performativity,
the practices by which touristic areas are ‘critically’ performed, and how the
rationalizing discourses presented in the previous section may be resisted
through a performative touristic engagement and ethic. Examples are provided
throughout the article to illustrate the subjectivation of people and places in
natural area destinations.A summary and implications for research and practice
are offered in the final section.

Global rationalization and ecological modernization

The historical and global discourses and trends summarized in this section
direct the tourism researcher towards what might be termed the ‘global ration-
alization’ of human relations and natural spaces.This rationalization is evident in
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three dominant regimes, each of which is illustrated later.The first is economic
rationalism, a process aided by the spread of neo-liberal ideology and practices
that reduce objects, places and even experiences to commodities.The second is
scientific rationalism, a regime facilitated through the prioritization of the expert,
the discourse of ecological modernization, and related strategies of prediction
and control in natural areas world-wide. Finally, there is institutional rationalism,
a process marked by the increasing influence of supranational organizations such
as the World Bank, the Global Environment Facility, and the World Trade
Organization, as well as increasing deference to international free trade arrange-
ments like NAFTA and the EU. The structural dismantling of public sector
agencies, including those concerned with the management of protected areas
and national parks, is taken to be another indicator of such rationalization.

It is useful to note how these institutional influences translate through glob-
alization into sustainability-based discourses whose interventions open para-
doxical opportunities for radical action (e.g. the environmental justice and new
social movements that have evolved over the last decade), as well as further con-
straints to environmental and social justice. Commenting on Ulrich Beck’s
(1992) Risk Society: Towards a New Modernity, Ritzer (1996) points out that
advanced (late) modernity has created both unprecedented risks and hitherto
unknown capabilities to deal with such perils. Nation-states find it increasingly
difficult to take action on large-scale environmental issues without relying on
other countries for support or joint action.They also find themselves more and
more reliant on science, including the ecological sciences, to help them deal
with the global ‘crisis’ of nature.‘Sustainable development’ and ‘ecological mod-
ernization’ have consequently emerged as global discourses of the environment,
ones which translate to sustainable tourism (development) and ‘eco-tourism’ in
the tourism system. Overlapping characteristics of being a public and private
good, a high degree of industry fragmentation due to the diverse stakeholders
and sectors serving tourism, variability in ability to exercise market control (over
70 percent of upper to mid-level US hotels are large chains, many with inter-
national presence), as well as divergent needs and interests in the local-global
nexus of tourism make global sustainability a major challenge (Williams and
Shaw,1998;Milne and Ateljevic, 2001).The institutional setting for tourism pol-
icy is consequently weak, and the role of the nation-state continues to be chal-
lenged while international environmental and tourism-related institutions
attempt to coordinate ‘sustainable tourism’ and apply Local Agenda 21 princi-
ples to natural and built destinations (see World Tourism Organization, 1997,
1998; UNESCO-ICOMOS, 2002; UNEP-ICLEI, 2003).

This section addresses several forms of rationalization that hold significant
consequences for tourism in natural areas. Drawing upon a critique of mod-
ernism and ecological modernization, it is argued that protected areas and other
natural recreational settings are being increasingly influenced by a global ration-
ality and an ecology constructed by modern nation-states, corporate capital and
scientific organizations. Such rationality reduces nature ‘to a system of systems
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that can be dismantled, redesigned, and assembled anew to produce its many
“resources” efficiently and in adequate amounts when and where needed
. . .’(Luke, 1997: 79). In fact, it reduces nature to the role of a ‘global performa-
tive’, an ‘input/output efficiency measure’ in Lyotard’s (1993: 88) words. Also
implicated in this instrumentalizing process are those who live and re-create in
these spaces. How this global performativity is played out in natural areas desti-
nations is revealed by tracing historical and discursive influences pertaining to:
(a) the historical construction of ‘nature tourism’ through (post)modernity, and
(b) discourses of neo-liberalism and ecological modernization.

The evolution of nature tourism through the (post)modern
The character of tourism in natural areas today is influenced strongly by histor-
ical antecedents in modernity. These may be understood by delineating two
structured and interdependent periods, as provided by Rojek (1995).The first
period, ‘Modernity 1’ in Rojek’s terms, stems from the time of the Industrial
Revolution, where control and organization of the work and leisure space
enabled social order and ‘progress’ via a rational, productionist work ethic.
Science’s explanatory mechanisms contributed towards the causal ordering of
the natural world, while social stability was derived through technological
progress and structured work-leisure activities.This situation was predominant-
ly driven by the organizing mechanisms of capitalism in Western industrialized
nations. Leisure became a necessary, legitimate, democratic feature of civilized
modern social life, while the mass production and circulation of leisure com-
modities were seen as widening the choice of escape experiences at home and
away. Nature became an ‘authentic’ place of refuge, since so little of it was to be
found in the urban-industrial landscape.A romantic taste and passion for land-
scape and Nature began to blossom in the late eighteenth century, as cultural
critiques of industrialization assumed literary forms through various sources
(consider Wordsworth’s poetry). Organized package trips evolved eventually
into en masse travel to beach resorts and other ‘nature’ based destinations where
nature was typically consumed visually (Urry, 1995). However, like other aspects
of travel and leisure, nature-based tourism also had to contribute to the stan-
dardized stability of modern social life. Rational recreational opportunities in
commercialized natural and cultural spaces ensured that ‘self-discipline’ and
control continued to be exercised in the leisure/touristic space, just as they were
in the workplace, for this requirement was crucial to maintaining social order in
the modern world.

Manifestations of a rationally ordered, modernized nature are abundant today.
Ritzer (1996) draws upon Max Weber (1958) in order to demonstrate how sys-
tematized processes, job-role structuring and technology were applied to create
rational (and bureaucratic) control and efficiency in the organization of com-
mercial leisure and other businesses, including outdoor recreational areas. The
organization of mass tourism via packaged tours and a global travel industry
network is similarly based on such an institutional rationality, where efficiency
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table i . Nature and tourism through modernity and post-modernity

Post-modern/post-
Late capitalism/ late structural critiques,

Modernity modernity* changes, concepts

Economics Industrialization;
commodification of
labour; capitalism (in
the West); Fordism and
mass production of
goods;Taylorism and
scientific method;
production-orientation.

Neo-liberalism;
sustainable
development; ecological
economics, and full-cost
accounting; post-
industrial society; post-
Fordism, flexible
production and service-
orientation.

Commodification of
culture and the natural
environment;
privileging of
numbers/quantification
and instrumental
reason; growth of new
social movements
(Jameson, 1991);
consumer-orientation.

Global-
ization

Colonialism,
imperialism; global
expansion of capitalism.

Neo- and post-
colonialism;
globalization as key
feature of late
modernity; globalization
of risks (Beck, 1992)
and the culture
industries (Lash and
Urry, 1994).

Critique and
recontextualization of
global discourses;
time–space compression
(Harvey, 1990).

Leisure Modernity 1 (Rojek,
1995): Separation of
work–leisure, focus on
goods production; allow
leisure forms that
enable social
order/control.

Modernity 2 (Rojek,
1995): Leisure
interwoven into
everyday life; focus on
cultural consumption
and aestheticization of
everyday life.

Discontinuity,
fragmentation, fantasy
world of signs, images
and impressions,
aesthetic consciousness
and contingent ethics
(particular to context
and situation) (Rojek,
1995).

Tourism Mass tourism’s/tourists’
search for ‘authenticity’
(MacCannell, 1989);
ambivalence of
modernity reflected in
tourism, e.g. balancing
freedom and control in
tourist experience
(Wang, 2000).

Community-based
sustainable tourism
(development); new
tourism forms (e.g.
cultural and heritage
tourism, dark tourism,
nature tourism, eco-
tourism) (Mowforth
and Munt, 1998).

Discipline and
surveillance by tourism
industry/government;
the ‘tourist gaze’ on the
‘other’ (Urry, 1990);
‘post-tourist’ (Feifer,
1985) seeks distraction,
play, recognizing
nothing is ‘authentic’;
‘pseudo-images’
(Boorstin, 1961).
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and control of the destination space and the tourist are paramount to the con-
struction of ‘successful’ experiences and industry profitability. An interesting
example of this form of rationalization is provided by Gregory (2001), showing
how late twentieth century tours to Egypt articulate the Nile into a contem-
porary colonialism not much different from Thomas Cook’s first tours on that
iconic river. ‘Traditional Egypt’ continues to be constructed geo-politically and
economically as an obstacle to, and object of, modernization, as well as a ration-
alized space for present day tourism.As Gregory (2001) points out, the modern
tourist’s desire to visit Egypt is a nostalgia for colonialism itself, a desire to re-
create and recover the world of late Victorian and Edwardian colonialism in all
its majestic glory.This ‘distinctively colonial nostalgia’ was catered for by tour
packagers such as Thomas Cook, whose parties to this increasingly fashionable
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table i . Continued

Post-modern/post-
Late capitalism/late structural critiques,

Modernity modernity* changes, concepts

Nature Socially constructed
Nature as
(1) ideological
(2) romanticized
(3) scientific
(4) commodified and
marketed for resource
exploitation and
aesthetic consumption
(Dann, 1996b).

Discourses of global
environmental crisis and
risk (to earth and self);
ecological
modernization;
sustainable
development; ecology
and capital closely
interrelated (Escobar,
1996; MacNaghten and
Urry, 1998).

Socio-political
constuction of nature;
control of body and
nature (environmental
health risk, genetic
modification, ‘bio-
politics’); resistance via
eco-feminism, and
performative struggle
(Darier, 1999a).

Nature
Tourism

Increasing package
tours and park visitation
for leisure, restorative
and cultural meanings –
nature ‘enclosed’ for
mass tourism.

Eco-tourism;
responsible tourism;
nature tourism confers
capital through
appreciation of actor’s
sense of ‘distinction’
(Mowforth and Munt,
1998); sustainability
concerns (Holden,
2000).

Aestheticised nature –
nature sites as
‘spectacles’ for tourist
gaze (privileging visual)
and consumption ethic.
Natural park and
frontier myths (Jasen,
1995; Magoc, 1999).

* Due to differing views on the name of the current social era, here Rojek’s (1995) advice
is followed, and the focus is on what is seen as the most important influences and changes.
This table also highlights some concepts not discussed in the article due to space con-
straints.These ideas are included in the table with references that offer additional insights
into the (post)-modern eco-politics of travel and tourism.
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destination were shown a visually and spatially ordered modern nation where,
the Nile was ‘performed’ as a modern Nature accessible to the romantic gaze
(p. 140). For this performance, the ‘culture-nature’ of the Nile is appropriated,
domesticized and enframed as docile, romantic and safe, with little evidence of
its interdependent and sometime catastrophic effects on the local inhabitants.

Egypt is therefore a ‘space of constructed visibility’ where landscapes are cod-
ified and made ‘timeless’, ‘authentic’ and ‘real’ through imaginative tourism
geographies (Gregory, 2001). It is also a performative space involving the disci-
plining of bodies that participate in enacting the myth of colonialism – a myth
in which both the tourist and the ‘Other’ (e.g., the local resident), participate.
The predominantly white, male bourgeois institutions of modernity and
Western philosophy articulated a rational, autonomous and universal subject
against which groups, cultures and ethnicities (and ‘Natures’, like the Nile) that
did not conform to this generalizable subject of the Enlightenment became an
‘Other’. Feminist, constructivist and post-structural discourses have, of course,
attempted to de-centre and de-colonize this Cartesian subject, but such eman-
cipatory politics only began to take hold in the 1970s and 1980s, during a peri-
od described variously as late modernity, post-modernity, or late capitalism.

Rojek (1995) describes this later period as ‘Modernity 2’.The shift from the
mass production of goods and the rigid structuring of labour (characteristic of
Fordism) to flexible production (post-Fordism) in post-industrial society
enables a new emphasis on consumption, in particular cultural consumption
based on the aestheticization of material objects. As Lash and Urry (1994)
observe, increasingly being produced are signs, post-industrial information and
‘infotainment’ (Barber, 1995), post-modern goods with a primarily aesthetic
component (as in pop music, cinema, leisure), and sign-value or image compo-
nents embodied in material objects. Here, aided by innovations in technology
and communication, the distinctions between ‘high’ and ‘low’ (mass) culture,
between the original and the reproduction, between truth and fiction, are
reduced to a blurred state of equivalence mediated by images, signs and symbols
that de-differentiate and defer ‘reality’ in all spheres. Leisure consists of a quest
for activities of distraction. Nature is aestheticized for consumption (by Feifer’s,
1985 post-tourism, among others) and pleasure seeking is ‘a duty since the con-
sumption of goods and services becomes the structural basis of Western societies’
(Lash and Urry, 1994: 296). (Table I)

Emerging, cosmopolitan middle classes serve as agents of the significant cul-
tural change in Modernity 2, and new forms of tourism offer a growing diver-
sity of specialized travel to these new middle classes, a consequence of their
post-Fordist lifestyles and attendant need for flexible and innovative forms of
recreation and leisure. Eco-tourism, responsible tourism, heritage tourism and
even dark tourism – all these constitute alternatives for these late moderns and
the development of the new leisure classes (Figure I). Indeed, they become a
dialectical antithesis to the mass tourism of modernity.
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Mowforth and Munt (1998) draw upon the empirical/theoretical works of
Bourdieu (1984) to demonstrate how natural areas and eco-tourism serve the
needs of the new leisure classes. Eco-tourist motivations, they argue, relate to
status and distinction in two emerging social classes – the new bourgeoisie and
the nouvelle petite bourgeoisie. Both of these groups can accumulate cultural cap-
ital by demonstrating that they share the view that the environment has value.
However, they differ in that members of the new bourgeoisie use this sense of
‘distinction’ to belie their distance from economic necessity (‘our hearts lie with
nature, not money’), while the members of the nouvelle petite bourgeoisie use it to
belie their proximity to economic necessity (a pattern that can also be observed
in Las Vegas casinos, where the real spenders, it turns out, are the ones least able
to afford it). This situation renders members of both these groups more ‘ego’
than ‘eco’-tourists (see Wheeller, 1997). It is not so much understanding envi-
ronmental problems in the Amazon that is of interest, as it is being able to relate
an aesthetically consumed experience back home or to construct travellers’ tales
from that experience.

Nature-based forms of tourism, as evolved through the Modernity 1 and 2
periods noted earlier, exemplify a modernized nature that is also ‘performed’ as
a pastoral nature. Wilderness retreats offer moral to spiritual solace and ‘eco-
tourism’ trips cater to the tastes of the new leisure classes, offering highly
aesthetic to escapist experiences of wildness and wildlife. Embedded in the
nature/eco-tourism discourse is the possibility of a new form of eco-colonial-
ism, since 80 percent of international travellers (and their travel intermediaries)
originate from only 20 percent of the world’s nations, mostly from North
America and Europe (Hall, 1994;Weaver, 1998).The complex mechanisms and
ways by which colonization of the natural world might occur become more
evident by examining the multiple influences contributing to the global ration-
ality of natural areas, such as the overlapping discourses of neo-liberalism and
ecological modernization.
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Mode of Representation:
Late modernity

Crisis of
representation Post modernity

Tourism forms:
Mass tourism

Time–Space
compression Specialized tourism

Regime of Accumulation:
Fordism

Crisis of capital
accumulation

Post-Fordism
(flexible accumulation)

f igure i . Tourism and (post)-modernity

Adapted from Gregory (1994) and Mowforth and Munt (1998: 30)
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Neo-liberalism and ecological modernization
More and more, international tourism markets are driven by global media, tech-
nology and the free flow of capital, finance, labour and goods in transnational
space.This globalization is also facilitated by a new variant of market ideology
– neo-liberalism. Closely tied to the phenomenon of global free trade, neo-
liberalism has become the dominant economic paradigm of the (post)-modern
world. Neo-liberal policies and initiatives are presented as encouraging free
enterprise, consumer and personal choice, and a free market unobstructed by
government and labour unions. Markets are promoted as being rational, fair and
representative of the immediate interests of the public, permitting democratic
allocation of goods and services, and a sharing of wealth (Chomsky, 1999).
Hence, any opposition to neo-liberalism, or support for (environmental) regu-
lation is argued to be anti-democratic.As Fraser (1996) points out, a neo-liberal
approach aligns government and capital more directly, yielding new intermedi-
ate strains of goods that are neither pure public goods nor pure commodities,
but rather hybrids with characteristics of both. For instance, the growing
involvement of private corporations in public nature-based programming, such
as Anheuser-Busch’s participation in the ‘Seaworld’ school educational pro-
gramme (Davis, 1996), further accelerates the neo-liberalization of nature while
also eroding public education spaces. This outcome is also noticeable in pro-
tected areas like national parks, where administrators struggling with declining
funding turn to partnering with the tourism industry in order to provide serv-
ices, including aspects of nature interpretation (Searle, 2000).

Under this scenario, it can be argued that sustainable development ‘is about
sustaining development as an economically rationalized environment rather
than the development of a sustaining ecology’ (Luke, 1997: 85). Under the guise
of serving the common economic and environmental good, sustainable
(tourism) development and eco-tourism also risk becoming ideological tools
that (inadvertently) transport neo-liberal developmental policies into local and
global domains.Techniques such as carrying capacity, cost-benefit analyses and
indicators for measuring change apply rational-instrumental means to control
and manage nature in order to ensure ‘sustainable development’ and reduce eco-
nomic uncertainty (Rutherford, 1999).2 At risk in this instrumental focus are
the voices and needs of those who are impacted by these measuring devices (in
particular, the residents of the areas concerned). Even public–private sector part-
nerships and community-based tourism risk becoming rhetorical when used
instrumentally, rather than with a sustainability approach that is aimed towards
social-environmental justice and the well-being of natural and human commu-
nities. A few examples here illustrate some of the less tangible but potentially
serious consequences of such rationalization.

Stem et al.’s (2003) study of eco-tourism impacts on national park buffer zone
communities in Southern Costa Rica raises concerns about eco-tourism’s min-
imal impact on conservation perspectives, and about the possible commodifica-
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tion of local people’s relationships with the forests in the buffer zone, the
wildlife and the neighbouring park. Communities that benefit most from the
park in terms of eco-tourism identify primarily economic benefits of the park.
Several participants fear that the economic profits of the forests have led fellow
Costa Ricans to lose sight of less tangible benefits of the forests. Brown’s (1998)
study of biodiversity conservation and tourism in the Royal Bardia National
Park (RBNP) in the western Terai of Nepal raises related concerns that reveal
the complex political ecology of newly evolving buffer zone economies. She
argues that policies in line with the ‘new conservation paradigm’ (which sees
conservation and development as synergistic) are being formulated and imple-
mented by large scale influences, such as global collaboration between the World
Wildlife Fund and the UN Development Programme. Meanwhile, local
resource users have negligible input into the policies being developed which,
like the buffer zone ‘solution’ proposed, have direct impacts on their livelihoods.
Most of the tourism revenues from the actively promoted RBNP, which is per-
ceived as overcrowded by the park authorities, leak out of the local economies
and the ecological impacts of tourism are significant but downplayed (Brown,
1998).

Brown’s (1998) political ecology study also raises the concern that interna-
tional values, including values of rare species like the Bengal tiger and the Asian
rhino, may take precedence over local values, while disagreements over terms
such as ‘sustainability’ and lack of sensitivity to historical-social contexts result
in complex contestations over use and preservation in that area of Nepal. By
contrast, wildlife-based tourism programmes like CAMPFIRE (Communal
Areas Management Programme for Indigenous Resources) in Zimbabwe
appear to be successful examples of local village involvement in sustainable
resource use and conservation. Aided by international conservation organiza-
tions, government and scientific interests, participating villages learn to employ
wildlife population censuses, village mapping, monitoring, and other manage-
ment techniques to ensure a healthy wildlife population for recreational hunt-
ing and non-consumptive safaris. Income from these tourism-related activities
is applied to community development projects; women are also seen to benefit
from CAMPFIRE. Tourism has grown in importance since the programme’s
inception in 1989, to the extent that rural communities are ‘increasingly
dependent on income from wildlife tourism and trophy hunting’, and one of
the challenges that must be faced is that ‘trophy hunting must be supported by
the international community as a form of ecotourism, which plays a vital role
in rural development’ (CAMPFIRE, 2003). Even putting aside debates on tro-
phy hunting being viewed as eco-tourism, case discussions like Heath (2001)
provide little information on how this successful programme affects local
people’s perceptions, identification and relationship with commercially valued
wildlife.The concern here is not that economic valuation is inappropriate for
managing public or ‘free’ goods, but that by valuing or defining wildlife purely
in economic terms (e.g. via economic modelling), it becomes primarily an
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economic resource, and other values such as social, cultural or spiritual values
risk being omitted in decision-making (Peterson and Peterson, 1993; Hughes,
1995).

These other less tangible impacts may be difficult to detect, particularly when
overlain by the legitimate, ‘proper’ activities and discourse of ecological mod-
ernization. Associated with neo-liberalism, this discourse brings natural areas
into the network of global capital markets through scientific management,
resource use and conservation. Beck (1992) argues that late modernity is a
period where there has been a systematic shift from problems of wealth distri-
bution to those of risk distribution (hence, the risk society), where scientific and
economic development become sub-politics that produce and shape ecological
risks as objects of public discourse. In such a society, nature is linked to a set of
global/technical issues (e.g. global warming, ozone depletion) identified
through modern scientific inquiry and a set of sophisticated programmes that
are able to determine impacts and define the limits of natural process. Eder
(1996) similarly states that while modernity’s theorizing once emphasized the
political or economic reproduction of society, this situation is now shifting to
the ecological reproduction of society, with a focus on cultural and technical
problems that implicate individuals with their natural environment (e.g. genet-
ically modified foods that can pose potential risks to both ecological and human
societies). Such theorizing can be understood as part of the discourse of eco-
logical modernization, an ideology based on a paradoxical claim that environ-
mental conservation is good for business profitability and long-term economic
development (Dryzek, 1997; Harvey, 1998).

Arising out of recent attempts to analyse changes in Western European and
North American environmental policies (Murphy, 1994), ecological modern-
ization is embedded in instrumental and/or utilitarian discourses such as the
Brundtland Commission’s seminal report Our Common Future (World
Commission on Environment and Development, 1987). Framed in an eco-
nomic and developmental discourse of inter- and intra-generational equity via
the ‘equitable’ distribution of costs and benefits, environmental conservation and
limits to growth, this discourse favours public–private co-operation and the use
of science and technology to deal with issues such as energy conservation. In
this form it is a modernist discourse, for ecological modernization underpins a
faith in expert systems (including science) and a belief in ‘economic develop-
ment’ and growth-oriented ‘progress’ (within ‘limits’). Ecological modernization
also underpins public policies and management strategies that privilege global,
scientific understanding but tend to exclude local knowledge and involvement.

The darker side of ecological modernization emerges when this discourse is
considered as a form of ‘governmentality’, as ‘a conduct of conduct’, to use
Foucault’s (1980 and 1983) words. Ecological modernization is about bio-
politics and the microphysics of power, which, through mundane everyday pro-
cedures (petits récits) (e.g. ecological analysis and environmental regulation),
embed themselves in organizations and individuals (Everett, 2001; Jamal and
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Eyre, 2003). The ‘global governmentality’ that is part and parcel of ecologi-
cal modernization is aided by the emergence of modern scientific ecology, a
disciplinary practice that certifies what counts as scientifically acceptable
knowledge of the world. Its mechanisms include such strategies as
Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA), a self-regulating tool that ‘does not
so much describe the environment as both actively constitute it as an object
of knowledge and, through various modes of positive intervention, manage
and police it’ (Rutherford, 1999: 56). It is in this constitutive, silent and col-
onizing role that ecological modernization’s darker effects reside and that
certain questions need to be asked in the context of tourism. For example,
what is the effect of ecological measurement and management tools when
employed in conjunction with the discourse of sustainable (tourism) devel-
opment or eco-tourism (see Table I), particularly in lesser industrialized
countries? What are the consequences of merging (eco)-tourism with sus-
tainability indicators, visitor management techniques, eco-labelling, environ-
mental management systems and other tools aimed at enhancing
‘environmental performance’? A brief look at national parks offers some pre-
liminary insights into these questions.

The (inadvertent) rationalization of natural spaces through economic and
scientific discourses and structures is observable in the US and Canadian
national park systems, where the park mandate in each is in conflict between
economic/utilitarian (parks for public enjoyment) and scientific concerns (e.g.
protecting ecological integrity through ecosystem management). Ironically,
symbolic bridges between economic and scientific domains have been easily
constructed, by offering visitors mythical experiences of the conquest of civi-
lization and science over nature and ‘wilderness’ – linked metaphorically to the
very conquest of life over death. As MacCannell (1989) observes, sightseeing
helps modern individuals and societies define who they are and what matters
in life. Places like the Grand Canyon National Park (which is also a World
Heritage Site) offer illustrative examples of how these needs are being
addressed.At the Grand Canyon, a long history of science, aesthetics, cartogra-
phy, painting, photography and other illustrative accounts combine to mould
sublime Nature into a triangular unity of westward American exploration, sci-
ence, and the cultural fusion of science and art (Pine, 1998). Here, visitor expe-
riences of its natural wonders are mediated by ‘experts’, including park
managers and the myth-making of the tourism industry (Dann, 1996a and b).
A contemporary tourist brochure features the following lure piece of the
Grand Canyon National Park:

Explore one of the world’s most unforgettable landscapes – the Grand Canyon.This
spectacular natural wonder is a forbidding panorama of layer upon layer of rock, sheer
cliffs and sandstone pinnacles. More than a mile deep and four to eighteen miles in
width, the Grand Canyon is an unmissable attraction, never failing to amaze its visi-
tors with its dramatic beauty. (Saga, 2002: 113)
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Scientism is evident in the supplied dimensions and the geological references to
‘layer upon layer’ and ‘sandstone’. Since the brochure is explicitly trying to per-
suade potential tourists to visit this site, the rhetoric is far more prone to hyper-
bole – ‘most unforgettable landscapes’, ‘unmissable attraction’, ‘never failing to
amaze’. But within the park, other discourses come into play to socially con-
struct the visitor’s experience of this dramatic landscape. Like the myths of early
explorers, scientific classifications and park interpreters transform a park’s natu-
ral features into iconic landscapes that constitute ideological symbolizations of
the nation-state’s identity, image and unity (Runte, 1987). Neuman (1991)
argues that the scientific vision lies at the centre of the Park Service interpre-
tive programme in the Grand Canyon.The rangers’ interpretive (guided) walks
combine statistics and geological narrative to explain the text (the natural fea-
tures and ecology) of the Grand Canyon as a rational, scientific story that is the
‘official’ account, thereby maintaining the authority of the experts who pro-
duced it. Other ways of comprehending the Canyon are rejected (e.g. a cre-
ationist account of nature) not because of a conspiracy among dominant
interests, but because of the salience of a particular public language and infor-
mation system that privileges a modernist reliance on rationality and science as
the only legitimate purveyor of knowledge (Neuman, 1991).

Using a very different methodology from Neuman’s interpretive approach,
Peterson (1988) comes up with similarly familiar themes. Her detailed dra-
maturgical analysis of the public relations material of the Grand Teton National
Park (GTNP) reveals that even in programmes emphasizing visitor participa-
tion, the available services limit participation to passive, controlled activities such
as looking, reading, listening, and walking on trails at an established pace.‘Direct
interaction with the resource is kept to a minimum’ and through the GTNP
interpreters, the ‘interpretive program legitimizes and rationalizes, explains, and
buffers complexity’ (p. 131). In these specially protected places of Nature like
the Grand Canyon NP and Grand Teton NP, the storytelling of the park inter-
preters (supported by scientific accounts and ‘facts’) offers seamless narratives
that balance the sublime with the picturesque and romantic to construct a har-
monious and historically familiar vision of nature and human existence. Unless
those who are subjected to such official accounts participate in enacting alter-
native meanings, a strong form of visitor surveillance and control complement-
ed by ecological modernization becomes a hegemonic discourse of these
protected areas (Darier, 1999a).The possibility for resistance and for construc-
tion of alternative meanings is taken up in the next section, where hope resides
in performative engagements.

Performative resistance to ecological rationalization?

The foregoing discourses inform the first of the two main concerns of this arti-
cle: (1) The rationalization of natural spaces and protected areas, and (2) resist-
ance to the rationalization of the tourist self in natural area destinations. In order
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to tackle the second issue, it is perhaps useful to make explicit what has been
presented so far as an implicit argument on the rationalization of the tourist
experience and self in tourism. Natural area destinations constitute spaces in
which globalized discourses of sustainability, nature-based tourism and ecolog-
ical modernization work in complex, contradictory ways to rationalize the eco-
logical-economic domain, while other benefits may be realized. These global
performative spaces are subject to instrumental (means-ends) policies and inter-
ventions that treat the natural environment as an object system, and visitor
experience as a product of control and surveillance. But aesthetically satisfied
and re-created workers are also produced in the process, assisted by the global-
ized tourism and culture industries. All this is not to say that a shift to such glob-
al performativity is a fait accompli or that it cannot be met with resistance, such
as through local action and forms of reflexive modernization (Beck, Giddens and
Lash, 1994).After all, contemporary problems and possible solutions lie both in
the global sphere and in the local, as in the everyday lives of families facing toxic
neighbourhood playgrounds, and in the contested natures (MacNaghten and
Urry, 1998) of recreational areas where polluted streams and depleting water
flows manifest industrial and urban pressures upstream.

Yet, if the disciplining potential of ecological modernization is to be tem-
pered by a local-level performative ethic, how does such engagement occur at
the destination level and what are the characteristics of a performative touristic
space? The notion of performativity is displayed tantalizingly from time to time
in the tourism literature, but discussion is fragmentary and a lack of clarity seems
to hinder recognition of its richness for informing a theory of touristic resist-
ance and practice.A conceptual integration is offered here and discussed in rela-
tion to tourism in natural and cultural settings.

Performativity and performance theory: interdisciplinary
ambiguities
Performativity has assumed a much greater complexity since its postulation in
speech-act theory by British philosopher, J. L.Austin, in How to Do Things with
Words (1962). It suffers from inter-disciplinary ambiguity, for instance, being
shared by both philosophy and theatre studies. The two areas do not use the
term in the same way, and ‘performativity’ spans a range of meanings from dra-
maturgical to de-constructive and critical (Parker and Sedgwick, 1995). This
problem spills over to tourism studies as well, where authors tend to use ‘per-
formativity’ or ‘performative’, either as descriptive terms for talking about ‘per-
formance’, or without clarifying the meanings they ascribe to them. Perkins and
Thorns (2001), for example, argue that in contrast to Urry’s portrayal of the pas-
sive tourist gaze of the nineteenth century industrial, working class vacationer
in England, international tourists to New Zealand are located by their dynam-
ic, active performance in outdoor recreational pursuits. Rather than solely by
gaze, this market is best characterized by tourist performance which ‘incorpo-
rates ideas of active bodily involvement: physical, intellectual and cognitive
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activity and gazing’ (p. 193). These authors use the term ‘performative’ in the
sense of a dynamic ‘doing’ oriented tourist activity, as when they refer to Veijola
and Jokinen’s (1994) touristic body united in physical rituals such as dancing
and participatory pursuits such as sing-alongs in coach-tour parties. Here, they
state that Veijola and Jokinen ‘draw attention to the active performative side of
tourism and its liberating capacity to let people be different’ (Perkins and
Thorns, 2001: 191).

Similarly, an insightful examination of tourists at the Taj by Edensor (1998)
shows how touristic narratives and performances articulate distinct dispositions,
identities and praxis in heterogeneous, variegated spaces. The mechanisms
through which this situation occurs are described in stage-related terms, but the
meaning of the ‘performative codes and en-framing conventions brought by
backpackers . . .’ (p. 203) is not explained. Bruner, along with Kirshenblatt-
Gimblett (Bruner and Kirshenblatt-Gimblett, 1994), discusses performative acts
by the Maasai in the cultural performance staged for tourists on the lawn of the
Mayers ranch in Kenya. In this post-colonial setting, the Maasai subvert gov-
ernmental policies that prevent certain customs and traditions from being con-
tinued by enacting them on stage, hence preserving them through their
performance (see also, Bruner, 2001).This performative move is part of a per-
formance; it calls into effect power relationships based on a struggle for cultur-
al preservation and brings about a consequence (preservation) from the
enactment of the act(ing) itself.The ‘subjection’ of the Maasai with respect to
the micro-mechanisms of power operating in that post-colonial space, however,
lacks theoretical explication. Performativity remains a missed opportunity, for a
historical and disciplinary exploration reveals that this concept has a great deal
to offer in theorizing discursive resistance and power in touristic space.

The linguistic turn in the twentieth century heralded new insights on the
limits and possibilities of language and performativity. Focusing on the onto-
logical nature of being, Heidegger (1996) pointed out that humans are linguis-
tic beings, i.e.‘[l]anguage is the house of Being’. Althusser (1971) drew attention
to the performative and ideological nature of language in his discussion of how
subjects are ‘interpellated’ by language. His famous example of a policeman hail-
ing a passer-by illustrates how the latter is discursively produced as a subject
through the performative speech-act of the officer. The subordination of the
subject takes place through the effect of the authoritative voice of the law, i.e.
through discourse and language. Feminist theorists, in particular, have continued
Austin’s (1962) work on performative speech acts in order to show how power
relations operate through language.Their research helps to unravel some of the
confusion in the tourism literature on the use and potential of performativity
in the tourist experience.Writers such as Williamson (1983) have additionally
highlighted the ‘hey you’, interpellative power of advertising, an analysis which
Dann (1996b) has applied to certain forms of tourism promotion.

We follow the usage of performativity as described by gender theorists such
as Judith Butler and Eva Sedgwick, where performativity involves an apprecia-
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tion of the ways in which identities are constructed via complex citational
processes. Here, performativity also refers to the power to construct speech acts.
For example, gay performativity might refer to the gay community’s empower-
ment to speak of itself and for itself – it is a claiming of social authority to par-
ticipate in the shaping of institutional facts (Sedgwick, 1990). Hence, the space
of performance may be linguistic or non-linguistic, as in a performance punc-
tuated by speech-acts of silence, or in action-oriented performances such as par-
ticipating in a cultural ritual or dance. The performance space is contingent,
heterogeneous, and often agonistic and contested. It is a space in which word,
body and world come together in dynamic interrelationships that open up pos-
sibilities for forming new subjectivities and new selves. Judith Butler (1995,
1997a, b), demonstrates how the interpellation of the subject does not involve
a simple one-way relationship where the subject requires and acquires recogni-
tion through subordination. Rather, it is a dependency on power for self-
formation, one that the subject both denies and re-enacts. The ‘subject’ is
enacted through language (hence should be thought of as a linguistic category),
but its agency is paradoxical, since it appears to be an effect of subordination.
This situation results in displays of ambivalence for, as Butler states, neither is
resistance a recuperation of power nor is there a recuperation that is actually
resistance: ‘When conditions of subordination make possible the assumption of
power, the power assumed remains tied to these conditions, but in an ambiva-
lent way; in fact, the power assumed may at once retain and resist that subordi-
nation’ (Butler, 1997b: 13).

As Parker and Sedgwick (1995) point out, this usage of performativity differs
from that of critical theorists who seem to have generalized the term to refer to
just about any kind of action that influences the social construction of a situa-
tion of person. Following Butler’s generalization of Austin’s performative
speech-acts, it can thus be argued that subjects in natural area destinations can
engage in performative resistance to rationalizing and instrumental practices,
using the very power that is both external to them and the means by which they
become subjects. After all, as Butler points out in Excitable Speech (1997a), ver-
bal utterances are not always efficacious, and to act linguistically does not nec-
essarily mean that a human speech act has the power to bring about a particular
effect (as demonstrated by speech-acts that may be classed as failed performa-
tives).3 Examples of such resistance in tourism may be illustrated through both
speech and action related performances as when, for instance,‘travellers’ perfor-
matively avoid those markers that show them to be ‘mass tourists’, or, for exam-
ple, when indigenous guides in wilderness trips performatively resist
stereotyping. C. C. Farr (1901), a late nineteenth century writer of narratives for
the Rod and Gun magazine, describes some of the behaviour of native Ojibway
guides in the increasingly popular wilderness tourism of Ontario (Canada).
Guides, he says, like to play jokes and the inexperienced sportsman knows little
how he is being criticized by a guide: ‘He is not the grinning imbecile that he
is often given credit for being, and when the inexperienced white man is

Jamal et al. Ecological rationalization and resistance 159

041630 Jamal et al.  5/2/04  4:18 pm  Page 159

 © 2003 SAGE Publications. All rights reserved. Not for commercial use or unauthorized distribution.
 at SAGE Publications on January 3, 2008 http://tou.sagepub.comDownloaded from 

http://tou.sagepub.com


thinking that the Indian is laughing with him he is often really laughing at him
and thinking what a fool he is’ (cited in Jasen, 1995: 182). Here, the performa-
tive action of the guide is enacted in a setting where power relations both sub-
jectivize and empower the guide, in a performance space where power
relationships are enabling and constraining at the same time (Foucault, 1983;
Hollinshead, 1999).

For women travellers participating in these turn of the century wilderness
and camping trips in Ontario, wilderness tourism created special opportunities
to obtain greater freedom and equality as well as disidentify from standards of
Victorian decorum. Performative acts such as those enacted by women advising
each other about what to wear in camping, what duties they should perform
and how to behave under various situations, were all part of ‘the attempt to
redefine identity in this new middle-class role of “playing” at the primitive life’
(Jasen, 1995: 152). In these examples, performativity shows up as ‘a way of
doing, which is a way of knowing, in a performance’ (Kirshenblatt-Gimblett,
1998: 196). Herein lie possibilities for touristic or local resistance to metanarra-
tives, where action-oriented, different, or even counter-interpretations are for-
mulated by the subject. In part, this resistance can occur because, as Foucault
(1976, 1980) has argued, relations of power are not possible unless the subjects
are free and therefore able to challenge and transgress the boundaries of their
identities. Hence, an ethical subject is built on an ‘aesthetic of existence’
(Foucault prefers this term to ‘ethics’) involving a critical, reflexive resistance
that enables the constructing of new kinds of subjectivities and selves (Darier,
1999b, c).

This resistance is not easy in natural area destinations governed by the para-
doxical discursive relations and local–global interests discussed earlier, because
authoritative speech-acts take on performative force, and tend to succeed
because the speech-act is part of a ritualized practice, i.e., ‘it draws on and covers
over the constitutive conventions by which it is mobilized’ (Butler, 1995).
Resistance is possible because the subject is itself the site of ambivalence, emerg-
ing both as ‘the effect of a prior power and as the condition of possibility for a rad-
ically conditioned form of agency’ (Butler, 1997b: 14–15). From this position, it
can be argued that the subject of eco-tourism is interpellated into performative
relationships within the natural area that both enable and constrain action and
resistance – an in-between, post-modern ethic of resistance.

A performative ethic of resistance?
‘Managed’ spaces of recreation like the ones described above may be viewed as
systems of Lyotardian performativity in which ‘Nature’ is appropriated by those
vested with scientific, institutional and economic authority.Also situated with-
in the performative matrix of the natural area destination is the ‘Other’ (the res-
ident, the tourist, ‘Nature’), an immersion which presents an opportunity to
resist hagemonizing discourses. In other words, these social spaces where diverse
interest groups and recreational users compete over use and preservation are
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heterotopic sites of agonistic struggles and resistance to the rationalizing perfor-
mativity of ecological modernization and visitor management systems.4 The
touristic quest (if indeed there is such a search) may be one for knowledge
about the world, or may be an escape from the ‘soft evils’ of the home world
(Wang, 2000); it may be a nostalgic search for authenticity or an existential jour-
ney of discovering the self by an experience of ‘otherness’ (alterity). In these
globally performative sites, leisure, restorative and cultural meanings are negoti-
ated through a collision between Self and Nature, using contemplative, mecha-
nized or instrumental means (Sax, 1980).

A performativity-based analysis suggests that authenticity in the new forms
of tourism, or what constitutes an ‘authentic’ nature-based experience, neces-
sitates a socio-political analysis. Authenticity is not simply a property to be
sought within artefacts or tourism constructions, models and sites. In that
objectivist perspective, authenticity may be taken to be an intrinsic property of
an object or event which arises from that object or event holding certain essen-
tial qualities. Conversely, a post-modern or social constructionist view
describes authenticity as an extrinsic attribute of things – a shifting locus in a
political field of historically embedded discourses and methods through which
the nature experience is produced and consumed (Foucault, 1983; Richter,
1999). From this perspective, the natural spaces described earlier are mythical
structures and sites of cultural performance by which national-political and
social identities are constructed (Hall and Page, 1999). Rather than being a
static or singular concept, the culture of nature is performatively engaged
between various interests operating at different scales in the global business of
nature tourism. Local–global networks mediate economic–ecological interests
and facilitate the circulation of nature-based myths and destination images.
Implicated in these networks are the media, news, advertising and entertain-
ment industries, the culture, arts and education industries, leisure activities like
spectator sports, shopping, and sites of natural or built heritage and historic
preservation (e.g. museums, monuments, cultural sites). Nonetheless, tourists
and locals in the destination domain do not necessarily interpret the accounts
of intermediaries such as the park guides, marketers and scientists in the same
way. Some resist these official discourses and ‘substantive staging’ (Cohen,
1989), preferring instead to bring their own versions and experiences to con-
struct new meanings, and maybe new identities. It is in this performative and
experiential encounter that a situated ethic of place and performance may be
possible – in ‘a way of experiencing and moving through the world’ (Neuman,
1991: 7).

Kirshenblatt-Gimblett (1998: 194) observes as well that learning occurs via ‘a
performance epistemology that places a premium on experience’. It is argued
here that in ecologically modernizing natural area destinations, this experiential
capital involves an interactive, polyvocal and possibly agonistic process of mean-
ing-making between the touristic world (constructed with the help of advertis-
ing, brochures, souvenirs, gift shops and other technologies/techniques) and the
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natural world (or artefacts/things in the natural world).The struggle lies in the
tourist (or local resident or ethnic group that is being ‘constructed’ by the myth-
makers) to negotiate and resist the hegemonic meanings being impressed by the
industry or destination/attraction manager’s represented offerings. Natural area
destinations are therefore characterized as heterotopic sites of resistance, where
the tourist, resident and cultural performers can exercise performative freedom
against normalization.A focus on performative learning, experience and narra-
tion shifts the nature tourist experience away from modernist preoccupations
with performativity in the national park system (i.e. away from both the instru-
mentality of order, control, efficiency, measurement, vision and industry ‘sur-
veillance’ and the researcher’s empirical ‘gaze’) to the situated tourist body in
dynamic relation with the sensual, sensate natural world.

Conclusion

This article puts forward the thesis that discourses of nature, nature tourism and
sustainable development are interwoven with discourses of neo-liberalism and
ecological modernization, through which a global rationality develops on the
use and management of public ecological goods in natural area destinations.
These are paradoxical hegemonic discourses and practices, for useful outcomes
are created in the sustainability-oriented approaches which disguise the accom-
panying risk of rationalization (Gramsci, 1971).A closer look reveals how taken-
for-granted ideologies evolved historically and continue to influence the use
and management of natural areas destinations today. Put simply, major events in
the modern period, i.e. the scientific, technological and industrial revolutions,
in conjunction with the development of capital accumulation and market-based
capitalism, have resulted in a rational-instrumental perspective of the natural
environment. From a scientific and technical perspective, Nature was (is) a set of
natural laws whose prescriptions guided natural processes, and whose resources
could be used to enable human progress. Economically (dis)located Nature
became the commercialized good of nature tourism, which (post-)industrial
society’s hard-working individuals pursued in order to relax and re-create self
or existence. In the newer ‘eco’ forms of nature tourism, modernized nature is
also a pastoral nature where ‘care of self ’ is implicated in ‘care for the environ-
ment’ (Foucault, 1976). Supporting these activities and perspective are a num-
ber of modern and global discourses related to sustainable development and
ecological modernization.

Impact management and sustainability planning tools and processes are now
being carried world-wide into once ‘pristine’ (un-visited) ecosystems through
local–global processes, institutions and organizations, including professional and
non-profit organizations, academic areas such as conservation biology, natural
resources management and tourism studies. Critical and post-structuralist analy-
ses reveal how the discourses of ecological modernization and neo-liberalism
can reduce the natural and social world to a performativity governed by lin-
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guistic efficiency, instrumentality and the denial of difference (Lyotard, 1993).
‘Nature’ in national parks, for instance, is performatively reduced for the tourist
gaze by science (via park interpreters and park biologists), business (via mar-
keters and promoters) and public policy (managing/controlling ‘nature’ for
future generations). Succumbing to the subordination of these discursive rela-
tions, the tourist’s life-journey also risks being reduced to consuming a slice of
‘Nature’, becoming a voyeuristic sightseer and instrumental subject of the same
rationalizations subjecting the natural world.

The analysis of the discursive matrix of natural area destinations conducted
earlier indicates that greater research attention needs to be directed to the
global discursive matrix within which natural recreation and tourism areas
and practices are embedded. It calls for a critical research agenda on the grow-
ing interdependence between science, business and public agencies as well as
international institutions, in the ‘sustainable development’ of ecological areas
for joint purposes of conservation, tourism and recreation. It also calls for care
and reflexive practice, to ensure that such tools and techniques of ecological
modernization do not become vehicles for the post-colonization of people,
places and spaces. The latter part of the paper therefore moved towards
addressing questions related to agency and structure. How is the tourist being
inscribed as a subject in the rationalization process and how is resistance pos-
sible? Whose heritage, history and knowledge are being privileged and whose
voices are not being heard in the instrumental narrative of natural areas? Can
they even speak or resist the dominant discourses at play in these natural
recreational areas?

Some argue that the Foucauldian subject lacks agency. Others respond that in
the Foucauldian field of relational power and ambivalent subjectivities (Butler,
1997a, b), modernist hegemonies can be displaced by a corresponding perfor-
mative move: a linguistic, performance-based form of struggle and resistance to
the dominant discourses that interpellate natural and human participants. The
above study and examples of tourists, locals and natural landscapes suggest that
grand unifying stories are not so easily maintained within the rich cultural
matrix of the social and natural world. Slippage in the interstices of enforced
rationality enables alternative or counter-discourses to be expressed through
gendered, ethnically specific and dialogical resistance. Located in the interactive
and situated natural space, the performative tourist can do more than extend her
‘gaze’ as the addressee of a park interpreter’s discourse.A performative engage-
ment with the natural destination is an experiential relationship that resists uni-
vocality and metanarrative (e.g. the park management’s idea of ‘nature’). A
reflexive interaction with multiple narratives of nature, including those of eth-
nic groups in that area and their spiritual relationships with the land, enables
exploring and constructing different meanings about the natural cathedrals of
the world.

Fruitful avenues for future research thus lie in the new evolving theorization
of performance and performativity in various disciplines as discussed above.This
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re-thinking enables new configurations and conceptualizations of the subject of
power in tourism. The analysis suggests that emancipatory potential lies in a
locally configured performative resistance to the multiplicity of rationalizations
in the natural area destination. It calls for an eco-practice that is dynamic, inter-
active and situated, one that permits the tourist to experience the natural world
through a bodily and embodied performative encounter with the places and
spaces of nature.This experience allows for a recovery of the de-centred body
in tourism and for the possibility of participatory politics and praxis at the local
level (Veijola and Jokinen, 1994).As Benhabib (1990) puts it:

The paradigm shift in contemporary philosophy from consciousness to language,
from the denotative to the performative, from the proposition to the speech-act, need
not lead to a self-contradictory polytheism and to a vision of politics incapable of jus-
tifying its own commitment to justice.This paradigm can also lead to an epistemol-
ogy and politics which recognize the lack of meta-narratives and foundational
guarantees but which nonetheless insist on formulating minimal criteria of validity
for our discursive political practices. (p. 125)

NOTES

1. While there is insufficient space to pursue this argument here, Habermas (1978,
1989), with respect to his discussion of knowledge-constitutive interests and the
rationalization of the public sphere, offers possibly useful insights for the natural
sphere.

2. In sustainable development, ‘the exploitation of resources, the direction of
investments, the orientation of technological development, and institutional change
are all in harmony and enhance both current and future potential to meet human
needs and aspirations’ (World Commission on Environment and Development,
1987).

3. On a similar note, Butler (1997a) takes up Austin’s point that verbal injury may
occur through the specific consequences that a speech act incites, rather than
inhering in the conventions invoked by the speech act.

4. Applying Foucault’s notion of heterotopia, Quigley (1999) explains that nature,
wilderness or resistance must be conceived of as a provisional linguistic space
(structuring action and physical sites), one where sites of opposition are also
created.These sites occur ‘as a result of the particular structuring of particular
cultural moments:They are not eternal’ (p. 201). Heterotopias are places of tension
and cultural dialogue, offering opportunities for resistance and change.
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