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In trodu ction

On e of t h e  wid ely-u sed  de fin it ion s  of su st a in a b le  t ou r is m
developm ent  focuses on  ‘lead in g t o m a n a gem ent  of a ll r esour ces in
such  a  way th a t  we ca n  fu lfil econ omic, socia l, a nd a esth et ic needs,
while m ain ta in ing cu ltu r a l in t egr it y, essen t ia l ecologica l processes ,
biologica l diversity and life suppor t  systems’ (Tour ism Canada  cited in
M u r p h y ,  1 99 4 ,  p .  27 9 ) .  T h e  e ffe ct i ve  a d op t i on  of  s u s t a in a b l e
development  in  genera l, according to the Wor ld Tour ism Organisa t ion
(WTO), is to upgrade the qua lity of life of the loca l popula t ion  and the
exper ience which  tour ist s determine should be on  the qua lity element ,
as well as to suppor t  the environmenta l resources which  the tour ism
s y s t e m  con s u m e s  (WT O , 1 9 9 3 ).  As  a  r e s u l t ,  t h e  s u s t a in a b l e
implementa t ion  of susta inable development  necessita tes the du t ies of
the tour ism indust ry, environmenta l suppor ters and community or  the
three ‘cycles’ to be in ter rela ted (WTO, 1993). The la t ter  should a lso be
ba sed  on  t h ree m a in  pr inciples  of su sta in a ble developm en t  (WTO,
1993; Mowfor th  and Munt , 1998):

a ) E cologica l su s t a in a bili t y dem on st r a t es  t h a t  developm en t  is
com pa t ible with  th e m a in ten a n ce of essen t ia l ecologica l p r o-
cesses, biologica l diversity, and biologica l resources;
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b) S oci a l  a n d  cu l t u r a l
susta inability suggests tha t
d e ve l op m e n t  i n cr e a s e s
people’s  cont r ol over  th eir
lives, is compat ible with  the
culture and va lues of people
a ffe ct e d  b y  i t ,  a n d
m ain t a in s a nd s tr ength ens
community iden t ity; and

c) E con om ic s u s t a i n a b il i t y
en su r es  t h a t  developm en t
is  e con om ica l ly  e ffic ie n t
a n d  t h a t  r e s ou r ce s  a r e
ma n a ged so t h a t  t h ey ca n
suppor t  fu ture genera t ions.

N e xt ,  a t  t h e  E u r op e a n
Community level the F ifth  Act ion
Program ‘Towards Susta inability’
t ar get s five ma in  sect or s , on e of
which  is tour ism. Very br iefly the
idea  of the Community’s program
is t h a t  of ‘sh ared  respon sibil ity’
ba s ed  on  t h r ee  s t r a t egies  (E C,
1995):

a ) t h e  r e p or t in g  on  t h e
pressures and effect s on  the
e n vi r on m e n t  of t ou r i s m
pract ices;

b) t h e  e m p h a s i s  t o  t h e
a wa r en es s-led  ca m pa ign s
i n  or d e r  t o p r om ot e  a n
e n  v i r  o n  m e n  t  a  l l y - f r  i e n  d l y
u se  of t ou r ism  r es ou r ces,
i n clu d in g  t h e  m e a n s  of
t r a n s p or t  t o  a n d  fr om
tour ist  resor t s; and

c) t h e  p r om ot ion  of t h e
im p l e m e n t a t ion  of in n o-
va t ive good pract ices in  the
field of susta inable tour ism
development .   

Th e  la t t er  p r in cip les  h a ve  a lso
b e e n  r e cogn is ed  in  t h e  ‘G r ee n
P a per  on  Tou r ism ’ (E C,  1 995).
Th is  pa per  focu sed explicit ly on
t h e  cr e a t ion  of t h e  p os i t iv e
r e la t ion sh ip  b et w ee n  e con om y
a n d  ecology. H er e , t h e  focu s  is
tha t  the a t t ract iveness of tour ism
dest ina t ions or  the economic basis
of t ou r i sm ,  d e p e n d s  on  t h e
conserva t ion  and ma nagemen t of
n a t u r a l a n d  cu lt u r a l r esou r ces .
Th e br oad s tr a t egies ca pt ur e t he
t h e m es  of (E C , 199 5 ): t ou r ism
w e l l -b e in g ; p r ot e ct ion  of

r e sou r ces ; t h e  im pu ls e  for  t h e
gr ow t h  a n d  m or e  com p e t i t i ve
organisa t ions; a nd a ssessment  of
t h e  cos t s  s u r r ou n d i n g  t h e
r e s ou r ce s  u s a ge  i n  t e r m s  of
tour ism.    

These in it ia t ives , wh ich  a re on ly
a  s a m p le  of  a n  a r r a y  of
fr a m e w or k s  a r ou n d  t h e  g lob e
(Berry & Ladkin , 1997), h igh ligh t
t h e  e x t e n t  t o w h ich  t h e r e  i s
a wa r e n e s s  a m on g n on -
g ove r n m e n t  b od i e s  t o
s u s t a i n a b i l i t y  i s su e s .  T h e
t r a n sfor m a t ion  of t h e  issu es  of
su s t a i n a b il i t y  w i t h i n  t ou r i s m
h ow e v e r ,  cr e a t e d  a  s i t u a t ion
w h er e  m os t  of t h e  a pp r oa ch e s
b e ca m e  e x t r e m e ly  ‘ t o u  r i s m  -
c e n  t r i c ’ pa r t ia lly d ivor ced  fr om
the main  pr inciples of the concept
of susta in ability (H unter , 1995a,
b ; 1 9 9 7 ; C oll in s ,  1 99 6 ) .  T h i s
i n e v i t a b l y  a ffe ct e d  b ot h  t h e
d e ve l op m e n t  a s  w e l l  a s  t h e
op e r a t i on a l  p e r s p e ct i ve  of
su st a ina bilit y. H ere, su st ainable
tour ism is often  regarded as par t
of su s t a in able  t ou r ism  develop-
men t , or  u sed s im ulta neou sly by
tour ism pract it ioners without  any
cla r ifica t ion  over  the simila r it ies
or  d i ffe r e n ce s  b e t w e e n  t h e s e
con cep t s  (Ca t er , 19 95 ; Wa h a b,
1997; Gooda ll  & S t a bler , 1997;
H u n t e r ,  1 9 9 5 a ,  1 9 9 5 b ; 1 9 9 7;
Godfrey, 1996; Nepa l, 1997; Ber ry
a n d  L a d k in ,  1 9 9 7 ) . T h e r e  i s
ce r t a in ly  a  m a jor  d i fficu l t y  in
cla r ifying if there a re two dist inct
con ce p t s  or  ju s t  on e ,  w h ich
en com pa sses  t h e ot h er . On  t h is
poin t  Wall suggested tha t  there is
a  dis t in ct ion  bet ween  t hese t wo
con ce p t s ,  a s  su s t a in a bl e
d e ve l op m e n t  e n h a n ce s  t h e
m u l t i p le -s e ct or  a p p r oa ch  t o
d e ve lop m e n t  a n d  su s t a in a b l e
tour ism represen ts a  single-sector
app roa ch t o developmen t  (1997).
Alt h ou gh  t h e  in i t i a l  d iffer en ce
b e t w e e n  t h e s e  t w o con ce p t s
d e r i ve s  e xp l ici t l y  f r om  t h e
d evelop m en t  per spect ive, ot h er
researchers  regar ded sust ainable
t ou r ism  a s  a  p r odu ct  a n d  h a ve
d r a w n  com pa r ison s  w i t h  m a ss
forms of t our ism  (Godfrey, 1996;
Clarke, 1997).

Su sta in able  tou rism

Th er e  a r e  fou r  pos it ion s in  t h e
su s t a in a ble  t ou r is m  li t e r a t u r e
der iving from it s compar ison  with
mass tour ism (Clarke, 1997):

a ) pola r  opposites concepts;
b) cont inuum concepts;
c) movement  posit ion ; and
d) convergence.

The fir st  posit ion  il lu st r a tes  t he
t h em e of a lt ern a t ive tou r ism  a s
t h e  a n t i t h e s i s  of t h e  m a ss
tou r ism  developmen t  m ovemen t ,
or  t h e  n ot ion  of ‘wr on g’ ver su s
‘r i gh t ’ (De  K a d t , 1 9 9 0 ,  1 9 9 2 ;
Clarke, 1997). The main  pr inciple
of t h i s  p os i t ion  su gg e s t s  t h a t
a l t e r n a t i ve  t ou r i s m  a i m s  t o
repla ce ma ss  t ou r ism  (De Ka dt ,
1990,  1 99 2) a s  t h e  sm a ll s ca le
de ve lopm en t s  a n d  e n t e r p r is es
involved enable the dest ina t ion  to
e n joy  h ig h  d e g r e e s  of  loca l
p a r t i ci p a t ion  a n d  con t r ol
(Ioannides, 1995).

Th e s econ d  posit ion , il lu st r a t es
the phase of a  cont inuum between
su s t a in a b le  t ou r ism  a n d  m a s s
t ou r i sm  b a s e d  on  t h e  p ol a r
opposite posit ion  theor ies (Clarke,
19 9 7 ).  I t  r e p r e se n t s  t h e
adjustm ent  of t he pola r  opposite
pos it ion  t o t h e  con t in u u m  fr om
m a s s  t ou r i s m  t o s u s t a in a b le
t ou r i s m ,  b a s e d  on  t h e
s im u lt a n eou s  u t ili sa t ion  of t h e
dest ina t ions resources by the two
concepts (Clarke, 1997; De Ka dt ,
1990, 1992; But ler , 1990). Overa ll
cer t a in  lim it a t ion s  a r os e  fr om
w h e t h e r  a l t e r n a t i ve  t ou r is m
(Wh eeller , 1994 ; Bu t ler , 1 9 97;
Hunter , 1995b): 

• over com es  t h e  ge n er a t ion  of
t h e  a n t a gon i s t ic i m p a ct s  of
tour ism; 

• ov e r com e s  t h e  r e s ou r ce
degrada t ion  and sa feguards the
environment ; 

• a t t es t s  t h e  ba la n ce  of power
and equity issues; 

• s ig n i f ie s  t h e  l oca l  n e e d s ,
par t icipa t ion  and cont rol; 
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• con t a in s  t h e  focu s  a n d
capability pr inciple; 

• conta ins a  coheren t  ph ilosophy
per se; 

• a d d r e s s e s  t h e  lon g  t e r m
resources surviva l; and

• n ega t ive effect s a s a  r esu lt  of
t h e  i n  s i t u n a t u r e  of
consumpt ion . 

The th ird posit ion  illust ra tes the
movement  to make mass tour ism
more susta in a ble, or  th e goa l t o
m in i m i s e  la r ge -s ca l e  t ou r i s m
w i t h  m or e  s m a l l -s ca le
s u s t a in a b l e  t ou r i s m  (C l a r k e ,
1 99 7 ) . H e r e ,  t h i s  p os i t i on
s u gge s t s  t h os e  s m a l l -s ca le
tour ism products or  development
becom es  m or e  object ive  a s  t h e
w h ole  con ce p t  of s u s t a i n a b le
t ou r i s m  b e com e s  a  goa l  for
a t t a in m e n t  (C la r k e ,  1 9 9 7 ;
McGregor , 1996).

F i n a l ly , t h e  fou r t h  p os i t i on
represents the convergence stage,
w h ich  i s  w h e n  a l l  for m s  of
t ou r i s m  a im  t o b e com e
s u s t a i n a b le  for m s  of  t ou r i s m
(Clar ke, 1997). On  th is posit ion ,
t h e r e  i s  r e cog n i t i on  t h a t
susta in able tou r ism incorpora tes
b ot h  la r g e  a n d  s m a l l -s ca le
in t er p r e t a t ion s (Cla r k e , 1997).
Th is  posi t ion  m a in ly exp r esses
t h e  cu r r e n t  s e a r ch  for
su s t a in a b le  t ou r is m ,  w h ich  i s
based on  conver t in g a ll for ms of
t ou r i s m  t ow a r d s  a  m or e
susta inable or ien ta ted approach . 

Cu r r en t ly h owever , a  va r iet y of
t ou r i s m  p r od u ct s  h a v e  b e e n
in t r od u ce d  for  a ch ie v in g
s u s t a i n a b il i t y  w i t h i n  t ou r i sm
such  as: na ture t our ism , na ture-
based, na ture-or ien ta ted tour ism,
wilder n es s  t ou r ism , a dven t u r e
tour ism, low-impact  tour ism, soft
t ou r is m ,  r e s p on s ib le  t ou r is m ,
e t h ic  t ou r is m ,  gr ee n  t ou r i sm ,
ecologica l tour ism, and so on . As
a  r e s u l t ,  t h e  con ce p t  of
sust ainable t our ism  is  subject  t o
a  m a jor  cr isis der iving fr om t he
l a ck  of focu s ,  s cop e ,  a n d
com m on ly iden t ified pr in ciples .
The lack of the precise na ture or

defin it ion  for  susta inable tour ism
is based on  the lack of knowledge
over  th e linkages bet ween  th ese
d iffer en t  su st a in a ble p r odu ct s .
C r i t i ca ll y,  on e  of t h e  t ype s  of
s u s t a in a bl e  t ou r i s m  p r od u ct s ,
w h ich  a t t r a ct e d  con s i d e r a b le
a t t e n t ion ,  w a s  t h e  con ce p t  of
ecotour ism.

Ecotou rism

Th e term  ecotour ism  em erged in
the la te 1980’s  a s a direct  resu lt
of t h e wor ld ’s  a ck n owledgm en t
a n d  r e a ct i on  t o su s t a i n a b le
p r a ct ices  a n d  g lob a l ecologica l
pract ices. In  these instances, the
na tura l based element  of holiday
a ct i v i t i e s  t og e t h e r  w i t h  t h e
increased awareness to min imise
t h e  ‘a n t a g on i s t i c’ im p a ct s  of
t ou r i s m  on  t h e  e n vi r on m e n t

(w h i ch  i s  t h e  b ou n d l e s s
con su m pt ion  of en vir on m en t a l
r e s ou r ce s ) con t r ib u t e d  t o t h e
deman d for  ecotou r ism h olidays.
This demand was a lso boosted by
concrete evidence tha t  consumers
h a d  s h i ft e d  a w a y  fr om  m a s s
tour ism towards exper iences tha t
wer e  m or e  in d ividu a li s t ic a n d
e n r ich in g .  I n  a d d i t ion ,  t h e s e
exper ien ces  wer e cla im ed t o be
a ssociat ed wit h  a  gen era l sear ch
for  the na tura l component  dur ing
h olida ys (Kus ler , 1991a , 1991b;
B oo,  1 9 9 2,  1 9 9 3;  C e b a l l os -
L a s cu r a i n ,  1 9 91 a ,  1 9 9 1 b ;
B la m e y ,  19 9 5 a ,  1 9 9 5 b ;
H ve n e ga a r d ,  1 9 9 4 ; O r a m s ,
1 9 9 5 a ,  1 9 9 5b ; L in d b e r g  &
McKercher , 1997; Dowling,  1996;
D i a m a n t i s ,  1 9 9 8 a ,  1 9 98 b ) .
F u r t h er , t h e su ppor t  of sever a l
government  bodies in  conjunct ion
w it h  t h e  ea ger n es s  t o a ch ieve
su st a in able developm en t  by a ny
m e a n s ,  a n d  t h e  p ot e n t ia l
e m p loy m e n t  op p or t u n i t i e s  in

It  can  be  argu e d th at th e  con ce pt of su sta in able
tou rism  is  su bje ct to  a  cris is .



na tu ra l a reas , in  a ddit ion  to t he
s h i ft  t ow a r d s  p la n n in g  i n
pr otect ed a rea s a ll enh anced t he
p r ofi le  of t h e  con ce p t  (Ku s ler ,
1 9 9 1a ,  1 9 9 1 b ;  L in d b e r g  &
M cK e r ch e r ,  1 9 9 7;  D ia m a n t i s ,
1 9 9 8a ,  1 9 9 8 b ; C e b a l los -
Lascura in , 1993a , 1993b, 1996).

It s globa l est imates revea led tha t
in  Au st r a lia  a n d  N ew Zea la n d,
3 2 % of vi s i t or s  s e a r ch  for  t h e
scenery, wild plan ts, and wildlife,
as par t  of their  t r ip (F ilion , Foley
& J acquem ont , 1994). In  Afr ica ,
8 0 % of t ou r i s t s  w h o v i s i t e d
count r ies in  th is cont inent  named
wildlife as a  pr imary mot iva t iona l
a t t r ibu te (F ilion  et  al., 1994). In
N or t h  Am e r ica , 69 -8 8% of t h e
European  and J apanese t ravelers
con s id e r e d  w i ld l i fe  a n d  b i r d
w a t ch in g t o  b e  t h e  m os t
i m p or t a n t  a t t r ib u t e s  of  t h e i r
v i s i t s  (F i l ion  et  a l . ,  1 9 9 4) .  I n
Lat in  Amer ica , 50-79% of visitors
advoca ted tha t  visit s to protected
a rea s r epr esen t ed a n  impor t a n t
fa ct or  i n  ch oos in g  s u ch
dest in a t ion s (F ilion  et  al., 1994).
In  Amer ica , it  wa s cla im ed t h a t
ove r  10 0  m i l l i on  p e op le
pa rt icipa t ed in  wildlife act ivit ies,
of which  76.5 million  were rela ted
t o v ie w in g  w i ld l i fe ,  a n d  24 .7
m i l l ion  w e r e  i n t e r e s t e d  in
birdwat ching (USTC, 1993). This
has genera ted over  $20 billion  in
e con om ic a ct iv i t y w i t h  a n
est imated growth  of 30% per  year
(USTC, 1993). In  a ll the cases, it
was est imated tha t  tour ism in  the
n a t u r a l  a n d  w i ld l i fe  s e t t in gs
a ccou n t ed for  a  t ot a l 20-40% of

in t er n a t ion a l t ou r i sm  r eceip t s ,
w i t h  a n  e s t im a t e  t h a t  i t  w i l l
in cr e a se  b y  2 0 -5 0 % p e r  ye a r
(F ilion  et  a l . ,  1 99 4 ). H ow eve r ,
d e s p i t e  t h e  fa ct  t h a t  t h e s e
s t a t is t i ca l es t im a t e s  h a ve  n ot
been  m a t ch ed by a ny com m on ly
a cce p t a b le  d a t a ,  t h e r e  i s  a
gr ow in g  con ce r n  t h a t  t h i s
segment  accounts for  a  sign ifican t
propor t ion  of wor ld t ravel. Herein
lies the fir st  major  concern  about
ecotour ism, tha t  of measur ing the
nu mber  of visitor s  par t icipa t in g
in  ecotour ism holidays as there is
a  br e a d t h  of d efin it ion s a n d  a
la rge scope of a ct ivit ies. Cer t a in
lim it a t ion s  a l so a r is e  fr om  t h e
s p e ct r u m  w i t h in  w h i ch
ecotour ism opera tes. A var iet y of
t e r m s  h a ve  b een  in t r odu ced  t o
descr ibe t h e  s a m e ph en om en on
w h i ch  m a y b e  r e fe r r e d  t o a s
na t u re t ra vel, n a tu r e or ien t a ted
t ou r i sm , n a t u r e ,  n a t u r e -b a sed
t ou r i sm ,  su s t a in a b le  t ou r is m ,
a lt er n a t ive t ou r ism  a n d  specia l
in terest  tour ism.

On t h is  poin t , it  ha s  been  not ed
t h a t  it  is  m or e  fea sible t o t r ea t
ecot our ism  as a  spect rum wit h a
var iet y of p r odu ct s  r a t h er  t h a n
a t t empt in g t o define ecot our ism
from a  specific sta nce or  produ ct
(W i gh t ,  1 9 9 3 a ,  1 9 9 3 b ) .  M or e
specifica lly, it  wa s cla im ed t h a t
t h e  s p e ct r u m  i n clu d e s  b ot h
(Wigh t ,  1 9 93b ): su pp l y  f act ors
(n a t u r e  a n d  r e s i l i e n ce  of
r e s ou r ce s ; cu l t u r a l  or  l oca l
com m u nity pr eferen ces; t ypes of
a ccom m od a t ion ) a n d  d e m  a n  d
f a c t o r s (t ypes  of a ct ivit ies  a n d

exper iences; degree of in ter est  in
n a t u r a l or  cu lt u r a l  r es ou r ces ;
degree of physica l effor t ). In  th is
event , however , there is evidence
t o il lu s t r a t e  t h a t  ecot ou r ism  is
not  meet ing exist ing demand, bu t
i s  d r ive n  b y  a  d e m a n d ,  w h i ch
evolved  t h r ou gh  t h e m a r ket in g
pract ices of th is form of t ravel by
t he su pply s ide (Boyd  & But ler ,
1 9 93 ). I n  a d d it ion ,  e cot ou r i sm
defin it ions have been  t rea ted as a
cont inuum of paradigms based on
polar  ext remes (Orams, 1995a).

Ecotou rism  de fin ition al
pe rspe ctive s

Th e lit er a t u r e  on  ecot ou r i sm  is
divided in to two broad schools of
th ough t  (J a akson, 1997). F ir st ly,
t he loca t ion  ca se stu dies  ra is in g
issues con cer n in g th e im pa cts  of
e cot ou r i s m ,  a n d  s e con d ly  t h e
t h e m a t i c s t u d i e s  i l lu s t r a t i n g
is su es  r ega r d in g  p la n n in g  a n d
developmen t , wh ere ca se s tudies
are focused on  the methodologica l
is su es (J a a kson , 1997). In  bot h
in s t a n ce s ,  t h e r e  w e r e  a  fe w
con cr e t e s t u dies  eva lu a t in g t h e
d e fin i t ion a l  p e r s p e ct i ve  of
e cot ou r i s m ,  (W h e e l le r ,  1 9 9 4 ;
J a a k s on ,  1 997 ; O r a m s , 1 9 95 a ,
1 9 95 b ; B la m e y,  1 99 5 a ,  19 9 5 b,
1 9 9 7 ) w h i ch  t h i s  p a r t  of t h e
ana lysis a ims to discuss.

I n  p a r t icu la r ,  O r a m s  (1 9 9 5 a )
a r g u e s  t h a t  t h e  m a jor i t y  of
ecotour ism defin it ions lie between
t h e  p a s s iv e  p os i t i on  a n d  t h e
a ct ive posit ion  towa r ds th e h igh
r e s p on s ib il i t y  p ole  on  t h e
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con t in u u m  (s e e  F igu r e  1 ).  H e
fu r t h e r  s u g g e s t e d  t h a t  t h e
desired sta te is to move from the
m in i m u m  p a s s iv e  p os i t i on
towards a  h igher  or  act ive pole of
t h e  cont in u u m  (Or a m s , 1995a ).
T h e  a ct i ve  p ol e  m a in ly
e m p h a s i s e s  t h e  a ct ion s  of
pr otect ing t h e en viron m en t  a n d
t h e  b e h a vi or a l  in t e n t i on s  of
ecotou r is t s , wherea s th e passive
pos it ion  con cen t r a t es  solely on
e cot ou r i s m  d e ve l op m e n t ,  n ot
e n h a n cin g t h e  a n t a gon is t i c
impacts or  the ecotour ist s need to
b e  s a t i s fie d  (O r a m s ,  1 99 5 a ).
Ecotour ism has a lso been  defined
ba s e d  on  t h r e e  cr it e r ia  (Wa ll ,
1994): t he cha r a ct er is t ics  of th e
dest in a t ions; t he m ot iva t ions  of
i t s  p a r t i cip a n t s ; a n d  t h e
or gan isa t ion a l ch a r a ct er is t ics of
the ecotour ism t r ip. 

More specifica lly, ecotour ism was
fir st  defined as

t r a v el i n g  t o  r el a t i v el y
u n d i s tu r b ed  or  u n con -
tam inated  n atural areas w ith
t h e s p eci f i c  ob j ect i v e of
s t u d y i n g ,  a d m i r i n g ,  a n d
en joy in g  t h e s cen ery  an d  i t s
w i ld  p lan t s  an d  an i m a ls , a s
w el l  a s an y exis t in g cu l t u r al
m anifestat ions  (both  past  and
present) found  in  these areas.

(Ceba llos-Lascura in , 1987, p. 14;
1991a , 1991b; 1993a , 1993b;

1996).

On  a  s im ila r  ve in  t o C eba llos-
La scu r a in ’s , a  va r ie t y of ot h er
defin it ions of ecotou r ism  wor ked
m or e  or  l e s s  a lon g  t h e  s a m e
pr inciples (see Table 1):

• Va le n t in e  a dd r es sed  m  a i n  l y
t h e n a t u r a l -b a s ed ,  s u s -
t a i n a b i l i t y , con s er v a t i on
com p on e n t s  of  e cot ou r i s m
(1993). Valen t ine dist inguished
bet ween  n a t u r e  t ou r ism  a n d
ecotour ism, in  tha t  the former
for m  of  t ou r i s m  d oe s  n ot
n eces sa r ily in clu de  a  con ser -
va t ion  m ot ive ,  w h e r e a s  t h e
la t ter    form   of   tour ism,  is
a cont r ibu tor  to the protect ion
of t h e  en vir on m en t   (Va le n -
t in e ,  1 9 9 3 ,  p p .  1 0 8 -1 0 9 ;
H ve n e g a a r d ,  19 9 4 ;  O r a m s ,

1995a ). Valen t in e (1993) a lso
e xp r es s e d  a n  a ct ive  s t a n ce ,
a d d r e s s in g  m a i n l y  t h e
ch a r a ct e r i s t i cs  of t h e
d e s t in a t ion s  a n d  t h e  t r i p
(Orams, 1995a ; Wall, 1994);

• F or e s t r y  T a sm a n ia  m a i n ly
em pha s ised t he n a t u  r e - b a s e d  ,
ed u ca t ion a l ,  s oci a l  a n d
su s ta in abil i t y  com pon en ts  of
e c o t o u  r i s m by dis t in gu ish in g

b e t w e e n  e cot ou r i s m  a n d
n a t u r e-ba s ed  t ou r i sm . H er e ,
ecotour ism is a  sub-component
of t h e  n a t u r e-ba s ed  t ou r is m
w h ich  h a s  b e e n  ge n e r a l l y
defin ed  a s  a  for m  of t ou r ism
w h ich  t a k e s  p la ce  i n  t h e
na tura l environment  (1994). In
a d d i t ion , t h e  d e f in i t ion  i s
situa ted a t  the act ive stance of
t h e  h igh  r espon sibi li t y pole ,
p r ov id in g  m a in ly  t h e

T able 1:  Defin itions of Ecotourism .

Ecotourism  is restricted  to that  k ind  of tourism  which  is (V a l e  n  t  i  n  e ,
1993, pp. 108-109):
(a) based  on  relatively undisturbed  natural areas;
(b) non-dam aging, non-degrading, ecologically sustainable;
(c) a d irect contribu tor to the continued  protection  and  m anagem ent of

the natural areas; and
(d) subject to an  adequate and  appropriate m anagem ent regim e.

N a t u r e-b a sed  t ou r i s m  t h a t  i s  f ocu sed  on  p r ov is ion  of  l ea r n in g
op p or t u n it ies  w h i le p rov id in g local  a n d  region a l  ben ef i t s,  w h i le
d em on s t r a t i n g  en v i r on m en t a l ,  s oci a l ,  cu l t u r a l ,  a n d  econ om i c
sustainability.

(Fore stry  Tasm an ia , 1994, p. ii)

N ature-based  tourism  that involves education  and  in terpretation  of the
natural environm ent and  is m anaged  to be ecological sustainable. T h is
d ef in it ion  recogn iz es  th at  n atu r al  en v iron m en t  in clu d es  cu l tu ra l
com ponents, and  that ecologically sustainable involves an  appropriate
ret u rn  to t h e loca l com m u n it y a n d  lon g-t erm  con serv at ion  of  th e
resource.

(Au stralia  De partm e n t of Tou rism , 1994, p. 17)

T ravel to en joy the world’s am azing d iversity of natural life and  hum an
culture without causing dam age to either.

(Ticke ll , 1994, p. ix)

Ecotourism  is travel to relatively undisturbed  natural areas for study,
en joym ent, or volunteer assistance. It is travel that concerns itself with
flora, fauna, geology, and  ecosystem s of an  area, as well as the people
(careta k ers) w h o l ive n ear by , t h eir  n eed s , th eir  cu lt u re, an d  t h eir
relationsh ips to the land . It views natural areas both  as ‘hom e to all of
us’ in  a global sense (‘eco’ m eaning hom e) bu t ‘hom e to nearby residents’
speci f ical ly . I t  i s  en v is ion ed  a s a  t ool  for  bot h  con serv a t ion  a n d
su stain a ble d evelopm en t -especia lly in  areas w h ere loca l people are
asked  to forgo the consum ptive use of resources for others....

(Wallace  an d P ie rce , 1996, p. 848)

An ecotourism  experience is one in  wh ich  an  ind iv id ual travels to a
rela t ively u n d ist u rbed  n atu ral area t h at i s  m ore th an  40  k m  from
hom e, the prim ary in ten tion  being to study, adm ire, or appreciate the
scenery and  its wild  plans and  anim als, as well as any existing cu ltural
m anifestations (both  past and  present) found  in  these areas.
A n  ecot ou r is t  i s  a n yon e w h o u n d er t ak es  a t  l eas t  on e ecot ou r ism
experience in  a specified  region  during a specified  period  of tim e..

(Blam e y , 1995a , p. 24)

Ecotou rism  is tou rism  an d  recreat ion  that is both  n atu re-based  an d
sustainable.

(Lin dbe rg  an d McKe rch e r,  1997, p. 67)



ch a r a ct e r i s t i cs  of t h e
d e s t in a t ion  (O r a m s ,  1 9 9 5a ;
Wall, 1994);

• The Au s t r a lia  Depa r t m en t  of
Tour ism suggested the natural-
based , ecological an d  cu ltu ral
su s ta in abil i ty , ed u cat ion  an d
in terpretation , and  provision  of
loca l  a n d  r eg i on a l  b en ef i t s
(1 9 9 4 ).  I n  t h i s  ca s e ,  t h e
Aust ra lia  Ecotou r ism  St ra tegy
cla im ed t h a t  ecot ou r ism  is  a
sm a ll su bset  of n a t u r e-ba sed
t ou r ism , in  t h a t  it  is opera t es
in  the na tura l set t ings. It  could
be seen  to incorpora te an  act ive
s t a n ce  t ow a r d s  e cot ou r i s m
m a i n l y com p a r in g  t h e
ch a r a ct e r i s t i cs  of t h e
d e s t in a t ion  (O r a m s ,  1 9 9 5a ;
Wall, 1994);

• T ick e l l  r a i s e d  t h e  n a t u  r a l
ba s ed ,  cu l t u r a l  a n d  n on -
d a m a g in g  or  con s er v a t i on
c o m  p o n  e n  t s of  t h e  con ce p t
(1 99 4 ) .  T ick e l l  e m p h a s i s e d
m a in ly  t h e  e cos ys t e m s
vu ln e r a b i l i t y  a n d  a s  s u ch
ecotour ism should be seen  as a
for m  of t ou r is m  wh ich  cou ld
p r e s e r ve  t h e  n a t u r a l  a n d
cu l t u r a l com pon e n t s  (19 9 4 ).
Th is  defin it ion  is  s itu a t ed on
t h e  p a s s ive  p os i t ion  of t h e
cont in uu m illu st r a t ing ma in ly
th e ch ar acter ist ics  of t h e t r ip
a n d  d e s t in a t ion s  (O r a m s ,
1995a ; Wall, 1994);

• Wallace and P ierce a t tested the
n a t u r a l-b a s ed ,  s u s t a i n a b l e,
cu l t u r a l ,  s oci a l , a n d
c o n  s e r v a t i o n com p on e n t s  of
e cot ou r i s m  (1 9 9 6 ) .  T h e i r
defin it ion  lies  pr edom in a n t ly
on  the a ctive stance with  h igh
r e s p on s ib il i t y ,  com b i n i n g
m a in ly t h e  ch a r a ct er is t ics  of
t h e  d e s t in a t ion s  (O r a m s ,
1995a ; Wall, 1994);

• B la m e y’s  d im e n s i on s  of
ecotou r ism includes four  m a in
component s t ha t  of ecot our ism
t h a t  i s  n a t u  r e - b a s e d  ,
e n  v i r o n  m  e n  t a l l y - e d  u  c a t e d  ,
s u s t a i n a b l y -m a n a g ed  a n d
d i s t a n  c e /  t i m  e (1995a , 1995b;
1 9 97 ).  I n  t e r m s  of h i s
t r e a t m e n t  of t h e  con ce p t  of

e cot ou r i s m ,  h i s  d e fi n i t ion
focu se d  on  t h e  a pp r ecia t ion /
in t er p r e t a t ion  com pon en t  a s
s u g ge s t e d  b y  C e b a l los -
Lascura in  (Ceba llos-La scur ain ,
1 9 8 7) .  I n  a l l  t h e  ca s e s ,
Blamey’s defin it ion  is an  act ive
s t a n ce  d e f in i t ion  t h a t  i s
p r im a r i l y  a p p l i ca b le  for
m a r k et in g r esea r ch  pu r poses .
I n  t e r m s  of t h e  e cot ou r i s t s
ch a r a ct er is t ics , it  h igh ligh t ed
t h e  d is t a n ce/t im e d im en s ion
t h a t  of 40km  fr om  h om e a n d
on e  e cot ou r i sm  t r i p  d u r i n g
vaca t ion  t im e, hence cla r ifying
t h e  ch a r a c t e r i s t i cs  of b ot h
des t ina t ion  a n d t r ip (Bla m ey,
1 9 9 5a ; 1 9 97 ; O r a m s , 19 95 a ;
Wall, 1994); and

• L in d ber g’s  a n d  McK e r ch e r ’s
d e fin i t i on  h ig h l igh t s  t h e
n a t u r a l  b a s ed  a n d
s u  s t a i n  a b l i t y com p on e n t s  of
e cot ou r i s m  (1 9 9 7 ).  T h e i r
d e fi n i t i on  i s  b a s e d  on  t h e
d is t in ct ion  t h a t  t h e  n a t u r a l-
based component  is descr ipt ive,
a s  it  h igh ligh t s  t h e set t in g of
e cot ou r i s m ,  a n d  t h e
s u s t a i n a b il i t y  com pon e n t  i s
prescr ipt ive as it  indica tes t he
peoples opin ion  of the na ture of
t h e  a ct iv i t y  (L i n d b e r g  &
M cK e r ch e r ,  1 9 9 7 ).  T h i s
v ie w p oin t  i s  loca t e d  a t  a
cen t r a l or  pa s sive  pos it ion  of
t he con t inuu m, a ckn owledgin g
bot h  th e ch ar acter ist ics  of t he
d e s t in a t ion  a n d  t h e  t r i p
(Orams, 1995a ; Wall, 1994).

In  com p ar in g t h e defin it ion s  of
ecot ou r ism , t h e m a jor it y of t h e
examined defin it ions a re situa ted
be t w e e n  a  p a s s iv e  a n d  m or e
act ive s t a nce , m a in ly descr ibin g
t h e  ch a r a ct e r i s t i cs  of  t h e
d e s t in a t ion  a n d  t h e  t r ip  (s e e
T a b le  1 ) .  T h e r e  a r e  fe w
defin it ion s, wh ich  a r e  ba sed  on
t he m ot iva t iona l ch a r a ct er is t ics
of t h e  con su m er s , a n d  a s  s u ch
i l lu s t r a t e  t h e  la ck  of t h e
per spect ive a t tes t in g con su m er -
s e le ct e d  a t t r ib u t e s  a n d /or
con se q u e n ce s .  I n  t e r m s  of t h e
d e fin i t i on a l  p e r s p e ct i ve  of
e cot ou r i sm ,  W e a ve r  (1 9 9 8 )
s u g ge s t s  t h a t  i t  i n clu d e s  t h e
ent ire spect rum from a  passive to

an  act ive stance ‘with  the proviso
t h a t  h ost  socie t ies  be  in clu ded
a lon g wit h  n a t u r a l en viron m ent
as aspects of the dest ina t ion  tha t
a re not  in ten t iona lly a ffected in  a
n ega t ive  w a y’ (p .17). Alt h ou gh
th is  view is a  cont ra st  to Or am ’s
ear lier  indica t ion  of a  more act ive
s t a n ce t owa r ds t h e  defin it ion a l
perspect ive of ecotour ism, Weaver
a r gu e s  t h a t  t h e  a ct iv e  s t a n ce
b ecom es r est r ict ive , a n d  wou ld
r e s u l t  in  a  s m a l l  n u m b e r  of
p a r t ici p a n t s  (Or a m s ,  1 9 9 5a ,
1995b; Weaver , 1998).

In  the ligh t  of th is suggest ion  and
in  compar ing a ll the defin it ions of
ecotou r ism, th ree elemen ts could
b e  i d e n t i f ie d : n a t u r a l  b a s e d ,
e d u ca t i on a l ,  a n d  s u s t a i n a b le
m a n a ge m e n t  w h ich  i n cl u d e s
e con om ic a n d /or  s ocio-cu lt u r a l
i s s u e s .  H e n ce  a s a  gui d i n g
pr in cipl e ecotour ism shou ld
i n cl ude th e ent i r e spectr u m
f r om pa ssi ve t o a ct i ve i n  a
for m  of  t r a de-of f  scen a r i os
based on the l ink between the
thr ee elements, a l l  depending
on the set t i ng i n  whi ch i t  i s
examined.

F or  i n s t a n ce  fou r  d i ffe r e n t
defin it ion a l a ppr oa ches cou ld be
cr ea t ed r a ngin g fr om very weak
t o ver y s t r on g. I n  a  ver y wea k
d e fin i t ion ,  t h e  cor e  e m p h a s i s
cou ld  be  g iven  t o t h e  n a t u r a l-
b a s ed  com pon en t .  I n  t h e  we a k
defin it ion , t he  cor e em ph a sis  is
p la ce d  m a in ly on  t h e  n a t u r a l -
ba sed com pon ent  r a t h er  th an  on
t h e  e d u ca t ion a l  a n d
susta inability components. In  the
s t r on g  d e f in i t ion ,  a l l  t h r e e
e lem en t s  sh ou ld  be  con s ider ed
equa lly. On a  simila r  vein , in  the
ver y s t r on g defin it ion , a ll  t h r ee
e le m e n t s  s h ou ld  b e  e q u a l l y
considered but  with  less emphasis
on  t h e  e con om ic a s p e ct s  of
e cot ou r i s m  (s e e  T a bl e  2 ) .
Inevit a bly, th ese views h igh ligh t
a n ot h er  d ile m m a , t h e  i s su e  of
linking ecotour ism to other  forms
of tour ism and secondly, the exact
na ture of the elements which  a re
in t er woven  in t o t h e  con cep t  of
e cot ou r i s m  i n  t e r m s  of i t s
defin it iona l t rea tment . 
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u n cer t a in  ou t com e (R ob in son ,
1992). Under  th is set t in g, it  was
procla imed tha t  adventure t ravel
i s  a  log ica l e x t e n s i on  or  com -
pon ent  of ecot our ism , on ly when
t h e  le ve l  of r i sk  a n d  ph ys i ca l
ch a llen ge en gaged in  a dven tu re
a ct ivi t i es  is  lowe r ed  (E w er t  &
H ollenhorst, 1991). For  insta nce,
t h e  a d v e n t u r e  a ct iv i t y of
m ou n t a in  cl im b in g ca n  be
subst itu t ed wit h  t he ecot ou r ism
a ct iv i t y  of m ou n t a i n  w a lk i n g
(E w e r t  &  H ol le n h or s t ,  1 9 9 1 ).
Mor eover , t h e  ex t en t  t o w h ich
a dventu re t ra vel involves a  high
d e g r e e  of r i s k  a n d  p os s ib l e
e n v i r on m e n t a l  im p a ct  i s  t h e
r e a s on in g  b e h in d  i t s  p a r t i a l
in clu sion  u n der  t h e su st a ina ble
development  umbrella  (Wheeller ,
1 9 9 4 ; B oyd  &  B u t le r ,  1 9 9 3 ,
1 9 9 6 a ,  19 9 6 b ).  I n  t u r n  t h e
r ela t ion sh ip bet ween  ecot our ism
a nd a lt ern at ive tour ism r em ain s
im p or t a n t , i r on ica lly over  t h e
s i m i la r i t i e s  in  t e r m s  of t h e
n a t u r a l  e n v i r on m e n t a l  com -
p on e n t  of  b ot h  t h e  con ce p t s
(Weaver , 1998). 

On a  simila r  vein , other  research
em ph asised th a t  ecot our ism  is a
sub-compon en t  of na t u ra l ba sed
t r a ve l  (H v e n e g a a r d , 1 9 9 4;
Au s t r a l i a  D e p a r t m e n t  of
Tour ism, 1994; Wallace & Pierce,
1 9 9 6 ; B l a m e y,  1 9 9 5a ,  1 99 5 b ,
19 9 7 ). I n  m os t  of t h e  s t u d ie s ,
n a t u r a l -b a s e d  i s  a l s o a  s u b -
com p on e n t  of a l t e r n a t i ve
t ou r i s m ,  h i gh l ig h t in g  t h a t
e cot ou r i s m  i s  p a r t  of b ot h
a lt er n a t ive  a n d  n a t u r a l -ba sed
tour ism (Dowling, 1995; Forest ry
T a s m a n i a ,  1 9 94 ; Au s t r a l ia
D epa r t m en t  of Tou r is m , 1994;
Walla ce & Pierce, 1996; Bla mey,
1 9 9 5 a ,  1 9 9 5 b ; 1 9 9 7 ) .
Al t e r n a t iv e ly , t h e  s p e ci f ic
in t er r ela t ionsh ips wit h  n a t u r a l
b a s e d  t ou r i s m  s u gg e s t s  t h a t
ecotou r ism is somewh at  between
t w o for m s  of t ou r i sm  (T is d ell ,
1994): na tura l-based tour ism and
tour ism which  is environmenta lly
sen sit ive a nd n on -n a tu ra l ba sed
t our ism . F ur th er , Wigh t  (1993b)
viewed  ecot ou r ism a s somewh a t
in  b e t w e e n  n a t u r e  t ou r i s m ,
adven tu r e tou r ism, a nd cu ltu r a l
t our ism . However , sh e added a n

Lin kage s  an d pos ition  of
e cotou rism  w ith in
su sta in ability

O n e  of  t h e  d i ffi cu l t i e s  i n
pr ovidin g a  comm on ly a ccep ted
defin it ion  of ecot ou r ism , is  t h e
not ion  of ecotour ism simila r it ies
wit h  ot h er  t ypes  of t our ism , a s
w e l l  a s  i t s  p r in cip l e s  of
e n v ir on m e n t a l  m a n a g e m e n t
(W e a v e r ,  1 9 93 ;  L i n d b e r g  &
McKercher , 1997; Dowling, 1995;
H u mm el, 1994). I t  wa s cla im ed
tha t  it  is impossible to iden t ify a ll
the linkages between  ecot our ism
and other  forms of tour ism due to
the lack of inform at ion  to ju st ify
the exact  na ture of the links in  a
simplis t ic ma nn er , a nd t ha t  t h e
exis t en ce  of m a n y t er m s  cou ld
ma sk  key in ter relat ion sh ips th a t
a re present  am on g relat ed idea s
(Boyd & But ler , 1993:14). Hence,
Boyd  a n d But ler  (1993) cla imed
t ha t  ecotour ism shou ld be based
upon  a  ba lan ced u nder st an din g
of both  ecosys tem s a n d t our ism
systems. 

B a s e d  on  t h e s e  li m i t a t ion s ,
t h e  fir s t  view wh ich  gen er a lly
e x is t s  i s  t h a t  e cot ou r i s m  i s
con s id e r e d  a s  a  com p on e n t  of
susta inable tou r ism developm ent
(H venega ar d, 1994; Lin dber g &

McKercher , 1997; Dowling, 1995;
B oyd  &  B u t le r ,  1 9 9 3 ,  1 9 9 6a ,
1996b; Forest ry Tasmania, 1994;
Au s t r a l i a  D e p a r t m e n t  of
Tour ism, 1994; Wallace & Pierce,
1 9 9 6 ;  B l a m e y,  1 9 95 a ,  1 99 5 b ;
1997). Th ere is  a lso evidence t o
i l lu s t r a t e  t h a t  e cot ou r is m  i s
rega rded a s  a  sub-com ponen t  of
a lt e r n a t i ve  t ou r i s m ,  (We a ver ,
1993, 199 8) or  specia l  in t er es t
t ou r ism  (H a ll  & Ru dk in , 1993)
h a vin g s imila r it ies  wit h  a dven -
ture t ravel (Boyd & But ler , 1993,
1996a). Although the rela t ionsh ip
between  a dven tu re tou r ism  a n d
e cot ou r i sm  is  cr it i ca l  (Bu t ler ,
1996 in  Weaver , 1998), th is was
poss ib ly ba sed  on  t h e cr i t icism
b e t we e n  e cot ou r i sm  a n d
a d ve n t u r e  t ou r i s m  ove r  t h e
n a t u r a l a p p r e cia t i on  e le m e n t
(Wheeller , 1994). 

H er e ,  t h e  in t er a ct ion  bet w een
adventure t ravel and the na tura l
en vironment  poin ts to a dvent ure
t r a ve l  a ct i v i t i e s  con t a in in g
cer ta in  elements of r isk (Ewer t  &
H ol le n h or s t , 1 9 9 1 ; R ob in s on ,
1992). Th is is refer red t o as r isk
r ecrea t ion  wh ich  is  self-in it ia ted
act ivit ies (i.e. r ock climbing) an d
a lt h ou gh  t h e se  occu r  i n  t h e
n a t u ra l en vir onm ent , th ey h ave
bot h  a  h a r m fu l n a t u r e  a n d  a n

T able 2:  T rade-off Defin itions of Ecotourism .

De fin ition Ele m e n ts

Ve ry  w e ak Core em phasis:
Natura l-based component .

We ak Core em phasis:
Natura l-based component

T o a lesser degree:
Educa t iona l component ; and
Susta inability component : economic and/or  socia l-

cu ltura l elements.

Stron g Core em phasis:
Natura l-based component ; 
Educa t iona l component ; and
Susta inability component : equa lly emphasis on  

economic and socia l-cu ltura l elements

Ve ry s tron g Core em phasis:
Natura l-based component ; 
Educa t iona l component ; and 
Susta inability component : more emphasis on

socia l-cu ltura l elements ra ther  than  on  
economic elements. 
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et h ica l per spect ive  by cla im in g
t h a t  e cot ou r i sm  a p p e a r s  on ly
wh en  t he  e t h ica l pr in ciples  a r e
fu lfilled (Wigh t , 1993b). H en ce,
a l t h ou gh  ecot ou r is m  is  r ela t ed
with  th ree forms of tour ism, it  is
t h e  e t h ica l  p e r s p e ct i ve  t h a t
dist inguishes it  from these forms
b y  p r og r e s s in g  i t s  n a t u r e
component  to be susta inable .

Genera lly cr it ics have quest ioned
ecot ou r ism  on  a  pla t for m  of it s
ideologica lly biased na ture, elit ist
s cope, sh or t s igh t ed  p r in cip les ,
a n t i-democr a t ic t en dencies , a n d
unsusta inable na ture (Machlis &
Ba cci , 1992). Ot h er s  su ggest ed
tha t  it  is not  necessary to make a
dist in ct ion  between  tou r ism an d
e cot ou r i s m  a s  bot h  con ce p t s
sh ou ld  be con sider ed ‘a s  woven
in to a  broad fabr ic of tour ism and
s h ou ld  n ot  b e  l i m i t e d  b y
a r t i fi c ia l l y  t r y i n g  t o
ca t e gor i z e  t h e  p h e n om e n on ’
(C om m on w e a l t h  of Au s t r a li a ,
1995, p. 10). On t he ot her  h and,
B l a m e y  (1 9 9 5 a ,  1 9 9 5 b ,  1 9 9 7 )
s u gge s t e d  t h a t  con v e r t in g  a l l
forms of tour ism to ecotour ism is
n ot  a p p r op r i a t e ,  a s  i t  g oe s
a g a in s t  t h e  p r in cip l e s  of
s u s t a in a b i l i t y.  H e n ce ,  i t  i s
suggested t ha t  ecotou r ism cou ld
be t rea ted as a  sub-component  of
the na tura l ba sed m ar ket , based
on  s t r on g  e n vi r on m e n t a l
m a n a ge m e n t  gr ou n d s  a n d  a s

such  represen t ing an  example for
e n vi r on m e n t a l  m a n a g e m e n t
p r a c t ice s  for  ot h e r  for m s  of
t ou r ism  (Bla m ey 1995a , 1995b,
1997). 

Taking in to con sidera t ion  a ll the
la t ter  suggest ions of ecotour ism’s
posit ion  with in  tou r ism, figur e 2
p r e s e n t s  a l l  t h e  li n k a g e s  of
ecot ou r ism  wit h  ot h er  for m s of
t ou r i s m  (D ia m a n t i s ,  1 9 9 8 b ).
E cotou r ism is t r ea t ed both  as  a
s u b-com p on e n t  of  a lt e r n a t ive
t ou r is m  a n d  a s  n a t u r a l-b a sed
tour ism, being main ly par t  of the
con ce p t  of  s u s t a i n a b i l i t y .  I n
a d d i t ion ,  ot h e r  for m s  of
susta inable tour ism have cla imed
t o h a v e  s i m i l a r i t i e s  wi t h
ecotour ism as  well a s  being par t
of both  na tu r e ba sed t ra vel a n d
a lt er na t ive  t ou r ism  (see  F igu r e
2). F or  exa m ple, ecot ou r ism  ha s
cla imed to have simila r it ies with
s oft  e cot ou r i s m ,  n a t u r e -
or ien t a t ed  t our ism , an d n a t u r e
t ou r is m  n a t u r e -ba sed  t ou r is m
and wildlife tour ism.

On the other  end of the spect rum,
b ot h  m a s s  t ou r i s m  a n d  ot h e r
forms of tour ism such  as events /
fest iva ls, conference and business
t ou r i s m ,  a r e  s e a r ch i n g  for
su st a in abilit y in  t heir  pr a ct ices
a n d  a s  su ch  a r e  p la ced  ou t s ide
t h e  s u s t a in a b i l i t y  bor d e r s .
E cot ou r ism  ch a r a ct er is t i cs  a r e

opposite to those of mass tour ism
e s p e ci a l ly  t h e  e xp e r i e n t ia l
a s p e ct s  of b ot h  con ce p t s
(J aakson , 1997). For  instance, for
ecotou r ism h olidays th e pr oduct
i s  n ot  com m od i fi e d  a n d  t h e
e xp e r ie n ce  i s  n ot  con t r ive d
wh e r ea s  for  m a s s  t ou r i sm  t h e
p r odu ct  is  com modified a n d th e
exper ience is cont r ived (J aakson ,
1997).  F in a lly, cer t ain  pr act ices
of a lterna t ive, na ture based, eco-
tour ism, and susta inable forms of
t ou r i sm  w h ich  h a ve  p r a ct ice d
u n s u s t a i n a b le  p r i n cip le s  a r e
sit u a t ed  ou t s ide  t h e  bor der s  of
susta ina bility an d ha ve been  re-
pos i t ion e d  wi t h  ot h e r  t ou r is m
products which  a re search ing for
su sta inable pra ct ices [see F igu re
2]. 

Con clu s ion

Over  t h e pa st  t en  yea r s  a  va s t
n u m ber  of s t u dies  con cent r a t ed
on  t h e  e ffe ct iv e n e s s  of
s u s t a in a b l e  a n d  e cot ou r i s m
products. Albeit  their  differences,
t h e s e  t yp e s  of t ou r i s m  a r e
cor rela ted which  not  on ly crea tes
t h e  d e b a t e s  ove r  t h e i r
a p p l i ca b i l i t y  a n d  d i s t i n ct
ch a ra cter is t ics bu t  a lso over  th e
fr a m ewor k  in  w h ich  t h ey  bot h
op e r a t e .  Wh a t  s e e m s  t o  b e
occu r r in g  is  t h a t  s u s t a in a b le
t our ism  is  used as  a  broa d t erm
t o represen t  a ll t he ‘gr een’ n ich e
products. In  the case of one of it s
p r od u ct s ,  t h a t  of e cot ou r i s m ,
there a re some limita t ions as fa r
a s it s defin it ion s a r e con cern ed.
H e r e ,  t h e  la ck  of  a  w i d e ly
accepted defin it ion  for  ecotour ism
cou ld  b e  ove r com e  i f  fou r
d i ffe r e n t  t r a d e -off s ce n a r ios
b a s e d  on  t h e  con ce p t s  of
ecotour ism were genera ted. What
becomes apparen t , is the quest ion
of whet her  or  not  these differen t
t r a des off defin it ion a l s cen a r ios
a r e  op e r a t ion a l .  I n e v i t a b ly ,
m e t h od ol ogi e s  a n d  r e s e a r ch
shou ld be ca r r ied ou t  to explor e
t h e  e ffe ct i ve n e s s  of s u ch
defin it ions with  reference to their
r e la t ion sh ip  wit h  ‘gr een ’ n ich e
p r od u ct s  a s  w e l l  a s  t h e
id en t i fi ca t ion  of t h e  e le m e n t s
tha t  ca use t heir  su st a inable an d
unsusta inable applica t ion . 
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Figure 2: T he position  of ecotourism  with in  the tourism  products spectrum
Source: Diamant is, 1998b.
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