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Tourism and neoliberalism

Robert Fletcher

sociology of Development and Change, Wageningen university, Wageningen, The Netherlands

ABSTRACT
While tourism has been a core feature of the global economy for 
more than a century, over the past several decades, it has been a 
central component of a worldwide process of neoliberalization in 
particular. Neoliberalization describes a political-economic programme 
of ‘free trade’ embodying interrelated principles of deregulation, 
decentralization, marketization, privatization and commodification. 
Grounded in a critique of the post-war welfare state, it was first intro-
duced into public administration in the US and Western Europe in 
the 1980s, then spread worldwide in the next decade via structural 
adjustment programmes (SAPs) incorporated into international devel-
opment planning. As one of the world’s largest industries, tourism 
development has been a key component of this process. In this way, 
tourism policy in many places has been progressively neoliberalized, 
while in turn tourism development has thus served as a key compo-
nent of neoliberalization more generally, helping to progressively 
bind the world within a single integrated economy. Hence, tourism 
can be understood not only as a key site of neoliberalization, but a 
central means by which neoliberalization spreads as well. In the pro-
cess, tourism development has played a key role in helping to stabi-
lize a neoliberal capitalist economy riddled with fundamental 
contradictions that subject it to periodic crises. This article explores 
how this dynamic developed, where it stands at present, and how it 
is likely to evolve in the future as the contradictions underlying neo-
liberal capitalism continue to unfold.

Introduction

While tourism has been a core feature of the global economy for more than a century, 
over the past several decades, it has been a central component of a worldwide pro-
cess of neoliberalization. Neoliberalization describes a political-economic programme 
of ‘free trade’ embodying interrelated principles of deregulation, decentralization, 
marketization, privatization, and commodification. Grounded in a critique of the 
post-war welfare state, it was first introduced into public administration in the US 
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and Western Europe in the 1980s, then spread worldwide in the next decade via 
structural adjustment programmes (SAPs) incorporated into international development 
planning. As one of the world’s largest industries, tourism development has been a 
key component of this process. In this way, tourism policy in many places has been 
progressively neoliberalized, while in turn, tourism development has thus served as 
a key component of neoliberalization more generally, helping to progressively bind 
the world within a single integrated economy. Hence, tourism can be understood not 
only as a key site of neoliberalization but a central means by which neoliberalization 
spreads as well. In the process, tourism development has played a key role in helping 
to stabilize a neoliberal capitalist economy riddled with fundamental contradictions 
that subject it to periodic crises. This article explores how this dynamic developed, 
where it stands at present, and how it is likely to evolve in the future as the contra-
dictions underlying neoliberal capitalism continue to unfold.

Understanding neoliberalism

As scholarly analysis of neoliberalism has exploded over the past two decades it has 
become increasingly complex. Prior to the 1990s the term ‘neoliberalism’ was virtually 
unknown outside of small communities of activists and scholars. From a mere handful 
of academic references in the 1980s, use of the term increased dramatically thereafter, 
such that between 2002 and 2005 it appeared in more than 100 social science articles 
yearly (Boas & Gans-Morse 2009), quickly becoming ‘one of the great academic growth 
concepts of recent years’ (Flew, 2012, p. 44).

As this literature on neoliberalism has proliferated, however, use of the term has 
become increasingly diffuse, leading Boas and Gans-Moore to complain that ‘that its 
appearance in any given article offers little clue as to what it actually means’ (Boas 
& Gans-Morse 2009, p. 139) and Ferguson (2010, p. 170) to lament the ‘huge variation 
in the way the word ‘neoliberalism’ is used in contemporary scholarship. At worst, 
this increasing delusion means that the term risks becoming ‘nothing more than a 
vehicle for academics who like to criticise things that they do not like’ (Igoe & 
Brockington, 2007, p. 445), while at its broadest it may be used merely ‘as a sloppy 
synonym for capitalism itself, or as a kind of shorthand for the world economy and 
its inequalities’ (Ferguson, 2010, p. 171).

Responding to this issue in synthesizing the growing literature of the topic, 
Castree (2010) distinguished what he terms the ‘3 p’s’ of neoliberalism as a con-
stellation of an overarching philosophy or worldview; a general policy programme; 
and a set of specific policies. As a general worldview, then, neoliberalism can be 
understood as ‘a theory of political economic practices that proposes that human 
well-being can best be advanced by liberating individual entrepreneurial freedoms 
and skills within an institutional framework characterized by strong private prop-
erty rights, free markets and free trade’ (Harvey, 2005, p. 2). As a general socio-
economic programme, neoliberalism is seen to pursue a set of interrelated 
principles: 1) privatization; 2) marketization; 3) deregulation and reregulation (both 
away from and through state actors); 4) commodification; 5) use of ‘market proxies’ 
in state processes; and 6) encouragement of civil society ‘flanking mechanisms’ 
(Harvey, 2005; Castree, 2010). Specific policies to operationalize these principles 
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include the various ‘market-based instruments’ (MBIs) categorized by Pirard (2012) 
and others.

Neoliberalization in tourism development

Understood as per the preceding, neoliberalization within the tourism industry can 
be observed in a number of ways. Most generally, it can be seen in the trend in 
so-called ‘new’ or ‘alternative’ tourism that has arisen as an antidote to conventional 
mass tourism since the 1970s. The rise of mass tourism centered on collective pre-
packaged holidays in the post-World War II era coincided with the consolidation of 
an ‘organized,’ Fordist regime of capital accumulation emphasizing increasingly larger 
vertically-integrated firms. By contrast, the rise of new/alternative tourism offering a 
diversity of flexible, individually-tailored trips occurred in the context of capitalism’s 
shift towards a novel neoliberal ‘disorganized,’ or ‘post-Fordist’ form centered on ‘flexible 
accumulation’ (Harvey, 1989) through diverse structures. This has led to the develop-
ment of a myriad ‘niche’ or ‘boutique’ markets designed to offer an outlet for every 
tourist’s particular taste, including such diverse (and disturbing) products as war, sex, 
and slum tourism (Mowforth & Munt, 2008; Gibson 2009).

This rise of new/alternative tourism was facilitated by aspects of the neoliberal 
restructuring that took place in relation to structural adjustment policies (SAPs) imple-
mented in societies worldwide during the 1980s and 1990s. Championed by the IMF 
and World Bank, neoliberalization increasingly opened societies throughout the world 
to competition from foreign firms in search of new markets in which to invest excess 
capital accumulated during the 1970s crisis (Arrighi, 1994). As a result, nascent domes-
tic tourism industries worldwide were quickly controlled by foreign operators (Mowforth 
& Munt, 2008; Honey, 2008). Increasing global competition, meanwhile, spurred the 
proliferation of alternative forms of tourism into new niche spaces and markets.

Neoliberalizing nature

Neoliberalism seems to have a particular affinity for ecotourism - nature-based tourism 
that seeks to provide environmental and social benefits to rural communities. The 
rise of neoliberalism can be understood largely as an effort to introduce a new 
approach to natural resource management as the basis for renewed capital accumu-
lation following the 1973 economic recession that undermined the Keynesianism that 
had dominated political-economic planning prior. Neoliberalism thus initiated what 
Martin O’Connor (1994) calls capitalism’s contemporary ‘ecological phase,’ which aims 
to internalize resources as integral components of production generally rather than 
externalizing these in pursuit of higher profit as had been the dominant strategy 
during the previous era (see Brockington et  al., 2008). In this way, neoliberalism 
enacted what Boyd et  al. (2001), Smith (2007), and others label a shift from ‘formal’ 
to ‘real’ subsumption of nature within capitalist production.

Several social scientists note that in its approach to development and conservation, 
ecotourism often embodies elements of neoliberal capitalism (cf. Harvey, 2005). In 
particular, ecotourism development is seen to express such characteristic neoliberal 
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mechanisms as privatization, marketization, commodification and deregulation in its 
emphasis on employing nature-based sightseeing as a force for locally-directed eco-
nomic development based on individual entrepreneurship through affixing monetary 
value to in situ natural resources and thus creating both a market and incentive for 
their sustainable management (see e.g., Vivanco, 2001, 2006; Duffy, 2002, 2008, 2015; 
Mowforth & Munt, 2008; West & Carrier, 2004; Bianchi, 2004; Carrier & MacLeod, 2005; 
Fletcher, 2009, 2014; Duffy & Moore, 2010; Neves, 2010). West and Carrier (2004, p. 
484) describe ecotourism as ‘the institutional expression of particular sets of late 
capitalist values in a particular political-economic climate,’ while Cater (2006) similarly 
labels ecotourism a ‘Western construct’ expanding the hegemony of global capitalism. 
Duffy (2013, p. 605) goes further to contend that ecotourism ‘is not just reflective of 
global neoliberalism, but constitutes one of its key drivers, extending neoliberal prin-
ciples to an expanding range of biophysical phenomena.’

This analysis is part of a growing body of research describing an increasing trend 
toward neoliberalization within natural resource management in general around the 
world. While initially, this research centered on conventional forms of resource 
extraction and processing (see e.g., McCarthy & Prudham, 2004; Heynen et  al., 2007; 
Castree, 2008, 2010; Bakker, 2009, 2010), more recently it has turned its focus to 
environmental conservation (see e.g., Sullivan, 2006, 2013; Igoe & Brockington, 2007; 
Brockington et  al., 2008; Fletcher, 2010; Neves, 2010; Büscher et  al., 2012). While 
extractive industry creates value by transforming natural resources into commodities 
that can be transported to their point of consumption, conservation, by contrast, 
seeks to commodify resources in situ, necessitating mechanisms to generate value 
sans extraction (Büscher et  al., 2012). By transporting consumers to the point of 
production where they pay to interact with preserved resources, ecotourism thus 
serves as an—currently perhaps the most—important financing mechanism for neo-
liberal conservation.

Key to this neoliberalization of environmental management is a conviction that 
governance in general functions most efficiently when it entails not direct regulation 
but rather a softer practice of creating incentive structures to influence how people 
choose among alternative courses of action (Fletcher, 2010). From this perspective, 
individuals are commonly understood as ‘rational actors’ who calculate the costs and 
benefits of these different possible actions and choose that which maximizes their 
material utility. Effective governance, in this sense, entails providing incentives suffi-
cient that individuals will choose the desired behavior, thus obviating the need for 
direct regulation. Within the promotion of ecotourism, Honey (2008, p. 14) terms this 
the ‘stakeholder theory,’ asserting ‘that people will protect what they receive value from.’

The fix is in

Yet tourism development can be understood not only as an expression of neoliberal 
capitalism but also as one of the main ways in which the capitalist system more 
generally seeks to sustain itself within the neoliberal era. Marx (1973) identified as 
capitalism’s central contradiction the tension between capitalists’ desire to extract 
profit from the system and the necessity for sufficient money to be transferred to 
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the workforce so that production could be consumed (see also Harvey, 1989). 
Capitalism profits by appropriating labor’s surplus value, of course, necessitating that 
workers be paid less than the full sale value of their product. However, if workers 
are paid less than this full value, then, on aggregate, they will be unable to purchase 
what they have produced, leading to overproduction, overaccumulation, and economic 
stagnation.

Marx saw this tension as an inevitable feature of capitalism that would eventually 
contribute to the system’s self-destruction. Subsequent researchers, however, have 
identified a number of mechanisms by which capitalism is able to alleviate overpro-
duction crises through economic growth. Thus, they contend that capitalism requires 
continual expansion to survive. Harvey (1989), for instance, observes that excess capital 
may be reabsorbed into the system by means of a variety of different spatial and/or 
temporal displacements or ‘fixes,’ thereby (temporarily) forestalling an overproduction 
crisis. Tourism can be seen to provide several such fixes.

Harvey’s ‘spatial fix’ entails exporting excess capital to a new geographic location 
where it can be reinvested in novel development. International tourism development 
can be viewed as an ideal means by which this is accomplished, and ecotourism, in 
its quest specifically for relatively undeveloped areas, can be viewed as the epitome 
of this strategy.

A ‘temporal fix,’ by contrast, involves displacing excess capital into future return, 
either by investing in ventures that will realize profit down the road or by reducing 
turnover time, that is, ‘the speed with which money outlays return profit to the 
investor,’ such that ‘speed-up this year absorbs excess capacity from last year’ (Harvey, 
1989, p. 182). One means that Harvey identifies by which the latter is accomplished 
is the selling of not a durable product but rather a transient event that is instanta-
neously consumed, thus reducing turnover time to a minimum. As an industry in the 
business of selling transient events, tourism provides such temporal fixes.

Combining the forms of displacement identified above into a composite ‘time-space 
fix,’ according to Harvey, is accomplished principally through the provision of loans, 
which simultaneously displace capital into new spaces and into the future as well, 
to be recovered upon repayment. Lending for tourism development, therefore, of the 
type widely provided by the World Bank and United Nations Development Programme, 
among many other organizations (Honey, 2008), accomplishes this time-space fix as 
well. After suspending its tourism loans in the 1980s, for instance, the World Bank 
began lending anew in the 1990s as part of its own neoliberal reconstruction and 
by 2009 was providing more than $550 million annually (Hayakawa & Rivero, 2009).

In this context, tourism development provides a means for capitalism to find outlets 
for excess capital that might otherwise provoke an overproduction crisis, and thus 
supports the system to sustain itself over time. In addition to providing an outlet for 
capital from other sectors, tourism expansion may help to overcome overaccumulation 
within the tourism industry itself as well through facilitating the displacement of 
capital from locations that have become overdeveloped to those newly on the rise, 
as Butler’s (1980) classic ‘tourism area life cycle’ demonstrates.

In addition to helping to resolve the central capitalist contradiction, ostensibly 
‘sustainable’ forms of tourism such as ecotourism may help to resolve what James 
O’Connor (e.g., J. O’Connor, 1988, 1994) calls capitalism’s ‘second contradiction’ as well. 
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In O’Connor’s analysis, efforts to resolve the overproduction crisis through growth 
tend to provoke a second crisis, what Marx (1973) called a ‘metabolic rift’ (see Foster, 
2000), because capitalism’s need to continually expand in order to survive is ultimately 
predicated on the extraction of finite natural resources. As increased production 
increasingly taxes limited resources, rents for such resources rise, thus augmenting 
production costs, decreasing demand, and eventually provoking economic stagnation 
once more. By generating capital based on in situ consumption of natural resources, 
in the form for instance of visits to protected areas, ecotourism may thus be viewed 
as an exemplary means by which capitalism seeks to resolve O’Connor’s second con-
tradiction and provide for ecologically sustainable economic growth. In this sense, 
‘sustainable’ tourism may be seen as providing an ‘environmental fix’ (Castree, 2008) 
like the various spatial-temporal fixes that it similarly provides capitalism.

Yet this is still not the entire story. In addition to helping to forestall an ecological 
crisis, ecotourism may capitalize upon this very same crisis as well (Igoe et  al., 2010; 
Neves, 2010). Klein (2007) contends that neoliberal capitalism displays the remarkable 
ability to turn crises to which it has contributed into opportunities for economic 
growth, and Brockington et  al. (2008) build upon this analysis to suggest that inter-
national conservation can gain value from the disappearance of the biodiversity it 
seeks to preserve, as that which remains grows increasingly desirable. Neves (2010) 
identifies this dynamic in cetourism (whale watching), whereby the activity’s value 
has increased in concert with its objects’ depletion. Munt (1994) notes that, through 
new tourism activities such as ecotourism, capitalism can transform crises to which 
it has contributed into marketable commodities, selling poverty and class struggle, 
for instance, as touristic experience. In addition, ecotourism may be seen to capitalize 
on the loss of ‘undeveloped’ areas due to the expansion of extractive capitalist pro-
duction, in the same manner as conservation generally. Many ecotourism sites, in 
fact, explicitly market themselves as desirable destinations based on the probability 
that they will cease to exist down the road (Mowforth & Munt, 2008; Fletcher, 2019).

Conclusion: The future of tourism

Via strategies such as those previously outlined, tourism development thus exemplifies 
capitalism’s astonishing capacity for self-renewal through creative destruction (Harvey, 
1989). Such dynamics may thus allow the ostensive ‘limits to growth’ (Meadows et  al., 
1972) posed by the environmental degradation wrought by industrial capitalism to 
be transformed into opportunities for further growth itself. Consequently, expanding 
tourism may provide a key ‘fix’ for obstacles to accumulation via spatial-temporal 
displacement of accumulated capital into new avenues for investment and future 
return. As one of the largest capitalist industries in the world, tourism’s potential may 
not be insubstantial (Fletcher, 2011). The tourism industry may continue to play a 
key role in sustaining not only itself but the capitalist system as a whole.

Of course, there remain clear (environmental and economic) limits to this potential 
in the long run, which must eventually be reached. When this occurs, somehow a 
new model for tourism management, as well as economic development more gen-
erally, must be developed that does not depend on continual growth (Hall, 2009, 
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2010; Higgins-Desbiolles, 2010, 2018; Büscher & Fletcher, 2017). Given that capitalism, 
as an economic system, is dependent on such growth (Fletcher, 2011), particularly in 
its current neoliberal form wherein growth constitutes the ‘one true and fundamental 
social policy’ (Foucault, 2008, p. 144), this movement must of necessity be away from 
capitalism as a mode of production and form of exchange. To realize its ‘post-capitalist’ 
potential, tourism must, first and foremost, ‘move radically from a private and privat-
izing activity to one founded in and contributing to the common’ (Büscher & Fletcher, 
2017, p. 664). In this way, the practice may be harnessed as a force of progressive 
political, social, and environmental justice, as Higgins-Desbiolles (2006, 2008, 2018; 
2020) and others (e.g., Scheyvens & Biddulph, 2018) maintain. The success of tourism 
as such an instrument of post-capitalist politics must therefore be gauged by the 
extent to which it pursues: (1) forms of production not based on private appropriation 
of surplus value; and (2) forms of exchange not aimed at capital accumulation; that 
(3) fully internalize the environmental and social costs of production in a manner 
that does not promote commodification and (4) are grounded in common property 
regimes (Agrawal, 2003). Investigating the potential to operationalize these principles 
in both policy and practice, building on the analytical framework advanced by Fletcher 
et  al. (2023), thus constitutes an important new direction for tourism studies going 
forward.

Disclosure statement

No potential conflict of interest was reported by the author(s).

Notes on contributor

Robert Fletcher is Associate Professor in the Sociology of Development and Change group at 
Wageningen university in the Netherlands. He is the author of Failing Forward: The Rise and Fall 
of Neoliberal Conservation (U of California Press, 2023) and Romancing the Wild: Cultural 
Dimensions of Ecotourism (Duke University, 2014), co-author of The Conservation Revolution: 
Radical Ideas for Saving Nature beyond the Anthropocene (Verso, 2020) and co-editor of The 
Ecolaboratory: Environmental Governance and Economic Development in Costa Rica (university 
of Arizona, 2020) and NatureT M Inc.: Environmental Conservation in the Neoliberal Age (univer-
sity of Arizona, 2014).

References

Agrawal, A. (2003). Sustainable governance of common-pool resources: Context, methods, and 
politics. Annual Review of Anthropology, 32(1), 243–262. https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.an-
thro.32.061002.093112

Arrighi, G. (1994). The long twentieth century: Money, power, and the origin of our times. Verso.
Bakker, K. (2009). Neoliberal nature, ecological fixes, and the pitfalls of comparative research. 

Environment and Planning A: Economy and Space, 41(8), 1781–1787. https://doi.org/10.1068/a4277
Bakker, K. (2010). The limits of ‘neoliberal natures’: Debating green neoliberalism. Progress in 

Human Geography, 34(6), 715–735. https://doi.org/10.1177/0309132510376849
Bianchi, R. (2004). Tourism restructuring and the politics of sustainability: A critical view from 

the European periphery (The Canary Islands). Journal of Sustainable Tourism, 12(6), 495–529. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/09669580408667251

https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.anthro.32.061002.093112
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.anthro.32.061002.093112
https://doi.org/10.1068/a4277
https://doi.org/10.1177/0309132510376849
https://doi.org/10.1080/09669580408667251


8 R. FLETCHER

Boas, T. C., & Gans-Morse, J. (2009). Neo-liberalism: From new liberal philosophy to anti-liberal 
slogan. Studies in Comparative International Development, 44(2), 137–161. https://doi.
org/10.1007/s12116-009-9040-5

Boyd, W., Prudham, W. S., & Schurman, R. A. (2001). Industrial dynamics and the problem of 
nature. Society & Natural Resources, 14(7), 555–570. https://doi.org/10.1080/08941920120686

Brockington, D., Duffy, R., & Igoe, J. (2008). Nature unbound: Conservation, Ccapitalism and the 
future of protected areas. Earthscan.

Büscher, B., Sullivan, S., Igoe, J., Neves, K., & Brockington, D. (2012). Towards a synthesized 
critique of neoliberal biodiversity conservation. Capitalism Nature Socialism, 23(2), 4–30. https://
doi.org/10.1080/10455752.2012.674149

Büscher, B., & Fletcher, R. (2017). Destructive creation: Capital accumulation and the structural 
violence of tourism. Journal of Sustainable Tourism, 25(5), 651–667. https://doi.org/10.1080/0
9669582.2016.1159214

Butler, R. W. (1980). The concept of a tourism area cycle of evolution: Implications for the 
management of resources. The Canadian Geographer/Le Géographe Canadien, 24(1), 5–12. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1541-0064.1980.tb00970.x

Carrier, J. G., & MacLeod, D. V. L. (2005). Bursting the bubble: The socio-cultural context of 
ecotourism. Journal of the Royal Anthropological Institute, 11(2), 315–334. https://doi.
org/10.1111/j.1467-9655.2005.00238.x

Castree, N. (2008). Neoliberalising nature: The logics of deregulation and reregulation. Environment 
and Planning A: Economy and Space, 40(1), 131–152. https://doi.org/10.1068/a3999

Castree, N. (2010). Neoliberalism and the biophysical environment: A synthesis and evaluation 
of the research. Environment and Society, 1(1), 5–45. https://doi.org/10.3167/ares.2010.010102

Cater, E. (2006). Ecotourism as a Western construct. Journal of Ecotourism, 5(1-2), 23–39. https://
doi.org/10.1080/14724040608668445

Duffy, R. (2002). Trip too far: Ecotourism, politics, and exploitation. Earthscan.
Duffy, R. (2008). Neoliberalising nature: Global networks and ecotourism development in 

Madagascar. Journal of Sustainable Tourism, 16(3), 327–344. https://doi.org/10. 
1080/09669580802154124

Duffy, R. (2013). The international political economy of tourism and the neoliberalisation of 
nature: Challenges posed by selling close interactions with animals. Review of International 
Political Economy, 20(3), 605–626. https://doi.org/10.1080/09692290.2012.654443

Duffy, R. (2015). Nature-based tourism and neoliberalism: Concealing contradictions. Tourism 
Geographies, 17(4), 529–543. https://doi.org/10.1080/14616688.2015.1053972

Duffy, R., & Moore, L. (2010). Neoliberalising nature? Elephant-back tourism in Thailand and 
Botswana. Antipode, 42(3), 742–766. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-8330.2010.00771.x

Ferguson, J. (2010). The uses of neoliberalism. Antipode, 41(s1), 166–184. https://doi.org/10.1111/
j.1467-8330.2009.00721.x

Fletcher, R. (2009). Ecotourism discourse: Challenging the stakeholders theory. Journal of 
Ecotourism, 8(3), 269–285. https://doi.org/10.1080/14724040902767245

Fletcher, R. (2010). Neoliberal environmentality: Towards a poststructuralist political ecology of 
the conservation debate. Conservation and Society, 8(3), 171–181. https://doi.org/10. 
4103/0972-4923.73806

Fletcher, R. (2011). Sustaining tourism, sustaining capitalism? The tourism industry’s role in 
global capitalist expansion. Tourism Geographies, 13(3), 443–461. https://doi.org/10.1080/146
16688.2011.570372

Fletcher, R. (2014). Romancing the wild: Cultural dimensions of ecotourism. Duke University Press.
Fletcher, R. (2019). Ecotourism after nature: Anthropocene tourism as a new capitalist ‘fix. Journal 

of Sustainable Tourism, 27(4), 522–535. https://doi.org/10.1080/09669582.2018.1471084
Fletcher, R., Blanco-Romero, A., Blázquez-Salom, M., Cañada, E., Murray Mas, I., & Sekulova, F. 

(2023). Pathways to post-capitalist tourism. Tourism Geographies, 25(2-3), 707–728. https://
doi.org/10.1080/14616688.2021.1965202

Flew, T. (2012). Michel Foucault’s The Birth of Biopolitics and contemporary neo-liberalism de-
bates. Thesis Eleven, 108(1), 44–65. https://doi.org/10.1177/0725513611421481

https://doi.org/10.1007/s12116-009-9040-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12116-009-9040-5
https://doi.org/10.1080/08941920120686
https://doi.org/10.1080/10455752.2012.674149
https://doi.org/10.1080/10455752.2012.674149
https://doi.org/10.1080/09669582.2016.1159214
https://doi.org/10.1080/09669582.2016.1159214
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1541-0064.1980.tb00970.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9655.2005.00238.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9655.2005.00238.x
https://doi.org/10.1068/a3999
https://doi.org/10.3167/ares.2010.010102
https://doi.org/10.1080/14724040608668445
https://doi.org/10.1080/14724040608668445
https://doi.org/10.
https://doi.org/10.
https://doi.org/10.1080/09692290.2012.654443
https://doi.org/10.1080/14616688.2015.1053972
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-8330.2010.00771.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-8330.2009.00721.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-8330.2009.00721.x
https://doi.org/10.1080/14724040902767245
https://doi.org/10.1080/14616688.2011.570372
https://doi.org/10.1080/14616688.2011.570372
https://doi.org/10.1080/09669582.2018.1471084
https://doi.org/10.1080/14616688.2021.1965202
https://doi.org/10.1080/14616688.2021.1965202
https://doi.org/10.1177/0725513611421481


TOURISM GEOGRAPHIES 9

Foster, J. B. (2000). Marx’s ecology: Materialism and nature. Monthly Review Press.
Foucault, M. (2008). The birth of biopolitics. Palgrave MacMillan.
Hall, C. M. (2009). Degrowing tourism: Décroissance, sustainable consumption and steady-state 

tourism. Anatolia, 20(1), 46–61. https://doi.org/10.1080/13032917.2009.10518894
Hall, C. M. (2010). Changing paradigms and global change: From sustainable to steady-state 

tourism. Tourism Recreation Research, 35(2), 131–143. https://doi.org/10.1080/02508281.2010.
11081629

Harvey, D. (1989). The condition of postmodernity: An inquiry into the origins of cultural change. 
Basil Blackwell.

Harvey, D. (2005). A Brief History of Neoliberalism. Oxford University Press.
Hayakawa, T., & Rivero, M. (2009). Local economic development and tourism. En Breve Responsible 

Tourism Series #145 World Bank.
Heynen, N., McCarthy, J., Robbins, P., & Prudham, S. (Eds.). (2007). Neoliberal environments: False 

promises and unnatural consequences. Routledge.
Higgins-Desbiolles, F. (2006). More than an ‘industry’: The forgotten power of tourism as a 

social force. Tourism Management, 27(6), 1192–1208. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tour-
man.2005.05.020

Higgins-Desbiolles, F. (2008). Justice tourism and alternative globalization. Journal of Sustainable 
Tourism, 16(3), 345–364. https://doi.org/10.1080/09669580802154132

Higgins-Desbiolles, F. (2010). The elusiveness of sustainability in tourism: The cultureideology 
of consumerism and its implications. Tourism and Hospitality Research, 10(2), 116–129. https://
doi.org/10.1057/thr.2009.31

Higgins-Desbiolles, F. (2018). Sustainable tourism: Sustaining tourism or something more? Tourism 
Management Perspectives, 25, 157–160. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tmp.2017.11.017

Higgins-Desbiolles, F. (2020). Socialising tourism for social and ecological justice after COVID-19. 
Tourism Geographies, 22(3), 610–623. https://doi.org/10.1080/14616688.2020.1757748

Honey, M. (2008). Ecotourism and Sustainable Development: Who Owns Paradise? (2nd ed.). Island 
Press.

Igoe, J., & Brockington, D. (2007). Neoliberal conservation: A brief introduction. Conservation 
and Society, 5(4), 432–449.

Igoe, J., Neves, K., & Brockington, D. (2010). A spectacular eco-tour around the historic bloc: 
Theorising the convergence of biodiversity conservation and capitalist expansion. Antipode, 
42(3), 486–512. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-8330.2010.00761.x

Marx, K. (1973). Grundrisse: Foundations of the critique of political economy. Penguin.
McCarthy, J., & Prudham, S. (2004). Neoliberal nature and the nature of neoliberalism. Geoforum, 

35(3), 275–283. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geoforum.2003.07.003
Meadows, D. H., Meadows, D. L., & Randers, J. (1972). The limits to growth. Universe Books.
Mowforth, M., & Munt, I. (2008). Tourism and sustainability: New tourism in the Third World. (3nd 

ed.). Routledge.
Munt, I. (1994). Eco-tourism or ego-tourism? Race & Class, 36(1), 49–60. https://doi.

org/10.1177/030639689403600104
Neves, K. (2010). Cashing in on cetourism: A critical engagement with dominant E-NGO dis-

courses on whaling, cetacean conservation, and whale watching. Antipode, 42(3), 719–741. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-8330.2010.00770.x

O’Connor, J. (1988). Capitalism, nature, and socialism: A theoretical introduction. Capitalism 
Nature Socialism, 1, 11–38.

O’Connor, J. (1994). Is sustainable capitalism possible? In P. Allen (Ed.), Food for the future: 
Conditions and contradictions of sustainability (pp. 125–137). Wiley-Interscience.

O’Connor, M. (1994). On the misadventures of capitalist nature. In M. O’Connor (Ed.), Is 
Capitalism Sustainable? (pp. 125–151). Guilford Press.

Pirard, R. (2012). Market-based instruments for biodiversity and ecosystem services: A lexicon. 
Environmental Science & Policy. 19-20, 59–68. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envsci.2012.02.001

Scheyvens, R., & Biddulph, R. (2018). Inclusive tourism development. Tourism Geographies, 20(4), 
589–609. https://doi.org/10.1080/14616688.2017.1381985

https://doi.org/10.1080/13032917.2009.10518894
https://doi.org/10.1080/02508281.2010.11081629
https://doi.org/10.1080/02508281.2010.11081629
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tourman.2005.05.020
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tourman.2005.05.020
https://doi.org/10.1080/09669580802154132
https://doi.org/10.1057/thr.2009.31
https://doi.org/10.1057/thr.2009.31
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tmp.2017.11.017
https://doi.org/10.1080/14616688.2020.1757748
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-8330.2010.00761.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geoforum.2003.07.003
https://doi.org/10.1177/030639689403600104
https://doi.org/10.1177/030639689403600104
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-8330.2010.00770.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envsci.2012.02.001
https://doi.org/10.1080/14616688.2017.1381985


10 R. FLETCHER

Smith, N. (2007). Nature as accumulation strategy. In L. Panitch & C. Leys (Eds.), Coming to 
Terms with Nature: Socialist Register 2007 (pp. 16–36). The Merlin Press.

Sullivan, S. (2006). The elephant in the room? Problematizing ‘new’ (neoliberal) biodiversity 
conservation. Forum for Development Studies, 33(1), 105–135. https://doi.org/10.1080/080394
10.2006.9666337

Sullivan, S. (2013). Banking nature? The spectacular financialisation of environmental conserva-
tion. Antipode, 45(1), 198–217. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-8330.2012.00989.x

Vivanco, L. A. (2001). Spectacular quetzals, ecotourism, and environmental futures in Monte 
Verde, Costa Rica. Ethnology, 40(2), 79–92. https://doi.org/10.2307/3773924

Vivanco, L. A. (2006). Green encounters: Shaping and contesting environmentalism in rural Costa 
Rica. Berghahn.

West, P., & Carrier, J. C. (2004). Ecotourism and authenticity: Getting away from it all? Current 
Anthropology, 45(4), 483–498. https://doi.org/10.1086/422082

https://doi.org/10.1080/08039410.2006.9666337
https://doi.org/10.1080/08039410.2006.9666337
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-8330.2012.00989.x
https://doi.org/10.2307/3773924
https://doi.org/10.1086/422082

	Tourism and neoliberalism
	ABSTRACT
	Introduction
	Understanding neoliberalism
	Neoliberalization in tourism development
	Neoliberalizing nature
	The fix is in
	Conclusion: The future of tourism
	Disclosure statement
	Notes on contributor
	References



