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ABSTRACT

Considering the need to address increasingly gkdshlenvironmental issues, this research
seeks to investigate the idea that new forms oirenmental citizenship operating at a global
scale can emerge from leisure mobility. An ‘envir@ntal eye’ describes both a source and
expression of commitment regarding the environmehich round-the-world travellers
develop whilst ‘on the move’. However, as leisurehility betrays uneven geographies in
both physical and virtual travel spaces, the sqmiattice performed by the hypermobile elite
may lead to asymmetrical formations of global emwimental citizenship and neglect a multi-
cultural approach to environmental action, dividithg ‘environmental eye’ between mobile
and immobile individuals.

Keywords: Global environmental citizenship, tourism, leismrebility, round-the-world
travel, travel websites.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Issues of globalisation have moved from academaakdheory to popular discussion in
everyday conversations (Urry 1999). Today, it idely recognised that an increasing number
of material and immaterial flows extend beyond Hweindaries and beyond the control of
nation-states (Urry 2000b; 2000c). This is espbctalie for flows related to the environment
such as greenhouse gases, ozone threatening dgaisbsmove from more developed to less
developed countries while raw materials and comired{produced at a huge environmental
costs) flow from less developed to more developmthtries (Urry 1999). It is also true for
flows of people. During the last decades, air trawes switched from a luxury form of
mobility into a contemporary form of hypermobilityere more people are able to travel
further at a lower per unit cost within a time batdgSchafer 2000). This hypermobility is
characterized by cheap high-speed travel, as wdblyats inclusion of new social groups (at
least from the global “north”), including the massvement of long distance tourists (Burns
& Novelli 2008). Obviously, these developments ao¢ compatible long term goals and are
in conflict with attempts to achieve environmergaktainability. Nevertheless, it is precisely
through the expansion in size and velocity of tstufiows, that knowledge of global risks,
under development and environmental degradatioarbednescapable issues in the public
sphere (Rojek 1998)n this context, is there any sign of a new kincitizenship emerging,

in which people would see themselves as shapingonssbilities regarding global

environmental issues and ties with other envirortsibayond national borders?

In this research, it is suggested that round-thdenatoavelling can contribute to the formation
of new forms of citizenship which induces deeptshif attitudes and behaviour which are
required for sustainability. However, considerihg increasing prevalence of many forms of
connections in the contemporary world (Desforggsal. 2005), traditional assessments
regarding the environmental impacts of tourism faiconsider the potential benefits of this
activity within a broader context of mobility (Hall005a). Therefore, by reconceptualising
tourism as a form of “leisure-oriented temporaryhitity” (Hall et al. 2004), this paper
argues that new forms of environmental citizensipprating at a global scale can emerge
from leisure mobility. Focusing our attention on bildy does not undermine the notion of
citizenshipper se,but rather alters the means of analysing how meophsider their sense of
citizenship, their sense of belonging and theisseasf responsibility (Desforges al. 2005).



The approach undertaken in this research is tlolee First, | introduce a new perspective
with regard to assessing the environmental impattourism, by considering the social
practice within a broader context of mobility andakeiating how leisure mobility may relate
to global citizenship and the environment. Secdnidke round-the-world travellers as a case
study in order to investigate whether travellersygcal and virtual movements embody any
source and/or expression of commitment regardimgehvironment which transcends the
local scale. Round-the-world travellers are surdeysing both quantitative and qualitative
methods of human geography, including a reviewravdl websites, mapping travellers’
itineraries, questionnaire surveys and interviewth Wey travellers. Finally, | discuss the
potential role of leisure mobility in the formatioand performance of environmental

citizenship at the global scale, taking both phglsamd virtual travel into account.



2. LITERATURE REVIEW and OBJECTIVES

Globalisation, travel and tourism

Robins (1997) describes globalisation as the disi®ol of the old structures and boundaries
of nation states and communities, and the incrgasansnationalisation of economic and
cultural life. Besides, he considers globalisatiaa the growing mobility of goods,
commodities, information, services and people acrfyentiers. From an individualistic
perspective, globalisation means increasing thigyatm travel further at a lower per unit cost
within a time budget (Schafer 2000). This is lirditto a substantial proportion of the
population in developed countries or elites in d@v@g countries. For these people, new
technologies such as the internet and air traveke h@mpletely changed their personal
mobility. Their increased leisure time, combinedhAburgeoning disposal incomes for some,
enables them to become dedicated worldwide trage(Reid 2003). This has led to a new
series of social encounters, interactions and meattef production as well as consumption
(Suvantola 2002). The “locales” (i.e. a setting foteraction) in which this occurs are
sometimes termed as destinations, and represeatiautar type of lifestyle mobility that is
usually termed as 'tourism' when it occurs awaynfihe home environment (Hall 2005a,
p25).

From tourism to leisure mobility

Defining tourism is a “particularly arid pursuitt(illiams & Shaw 1998, p2). Nevertheless, it
is crucially important given that this researcliéslicated to tourism, but it also considers the
social practice within a wider conceptualisationex$ure and mobility. In tourism studies, the
term ‘tourism’ is generally defined in referencetihe World Tourism Organisation’s (WTO)

which defines it as:

“[T]he activity that comprises persons travellimgand staying in places outside their
usual environment for not more than one consecutear for leisure, business and
other purposes not related to the exercise of #xitgaremunerated from within the
place visited” (WTO 2002).

By identifying the category of day tripping as dfelient form of tourism behaviour, such a
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technical definition of tourism clearly makes tleparations between what constitutes leisure,
recreation, and tourism extremely arbitrary (Codtsal. 2005). However, although these
distinctions are sometimes necessary (Shaw & Whki2002), the society is not divided into
sports players, television viewers, tourists an@sorather “it is the same people who do all
these things” (Parker 1999, p21). Therefore, ashiwendaries between the concepts are
‘blurred’ (Hall et al. 2004), an increasing number of academics see denakile value in
viewing tourism and recreation as part of a widenaeptualization of leisure (Shaw &
Williams 2002; Hall & Page 2002):

“work is typically differentiated from leisure, bubere are two main realms of
overlap: first, business travel, which is often rsees a work oriented form of
tourism; and, second, ‘serious leisure’, which meféeo the breakdown between
leisure and work pursuits and the developmentistife career paths with respect to
hobbies and interests” (Hall 2005a, p18).

This emphasises the need to address the arbitoanydaries between leisure, recreation, and
tourism where the latter constitutes just one fainfleisure-oriented temporary mobility”
(Hall et al.2004), and is constitutive of that mobility (segufe 1).
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Figure 1: Extent of temporary mobility in space dimde from Hall (2004a; 2004b)

Concurrently, a ‘mobility turn’ is spreading intechtransforming the social science. At the

intersection between transport research (includnagel) and social research (including
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tourism), it transcends the dichotomy between these fields and puts into question the
fundamental ‘territorial’ and ‘sedentary’ preceptd twentieth-century social science
(Hannamet al. 2006). As Sheller and Urry (2006, p208) statépiit[s] social relations into
travel and connect[s] different forms of transpaith complex patterns of social experiences
conducted through communications at-a-distanceaddition to this, the same authors argue
that a ‘new mobilities paradigm’ is emerging. Thencept of ‘mobilities’ is concerned with
mapping both the large scale movements of peopiects and information throughout the
world; as well as more local processes of dailgdpmrtation, and the travel of material things
within everyday life (Hanmam, 2008). Hence, thewneobilities paradigm’ questions the
notion of tourismper seclaiming that “mobilities of people and objectstpkanes and
suitcases, plants an animals, images and bran@ssygstems and satellites, all go into ‘doing’
tourism” (Sheller & Urry 2004, pl). Again, as tami is increasingly seen as a process that
has become integral to social life, it is becommgeasingly meaningful to talk about ‘leisure

mobility’ when referring to individuals and theissociated lifestyle mobility.

Focusing on mobility allow to make sense of somehef “chaotic conception” of tourism

(Hall 2005a, p25) in such a way that its nature esdissociated impacts can be explicitly
addressed in terms of different forms of moveménbugh space and time. Furthermore,
mobility and its emerging patterns help in makirense of the evolving nature of the
relationships between rich and poor regions ofitbdd, ‘old’ and ‘new’ leisure patterns, and

global and local realities (Burns & Novelli 2008)his becomes particularly true when
considering contemporary global environmental @mges such as global warming for
instance. In this research, | specifically addrées change in nature of the relationship

between leisure mobility, citizenship and the eowinent.

Global citizenship and the environment

Like most of the concepts in social sciences, @itship is a contested term that often lacks
clear definition. According to Turner (1993, p2jtizenship may be defined as “the set of
practices (juridical, political, economic and cu#l) which define a person as a competent

member of society”. For Delanty (2000, p9), citigkip involves “a set of relationships

The term ‘environment’ will refer to the naturahMéonment, i.e. the nature of the living space (@etand), the
climate, and the assortment of other organismseptdlayhew 2009)
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between rights, duties, participation and identihich serve to establish the terms of
reference and nature of social group membershiptudly, his definition illustrates how the
notion of citizenship has moved from its decide@iglitical’ form, to a more diffuse ‘social-
cultural’ form of citizenship tied up with the quies of who is accepted as a valuable and
responsible member of a community (Painter andoPH8B5). Consequently, as citizenship is
now related to the membership of a social grougods not necessarily have to be aligned to
a state anymore (Clarence 1999). Moreover, the egnof citizenship can therefore be

extended to larger scales, including ‘the global’.

Following this, ‘global citizenship’ defends theeml that human beings are ‘citizens of the
world’. Whether we are all global citizens or ngtat the heart of the debate, but it can easily
be accepted that a global citizen is a member eMwider community of all humanity, the
world or a similar whole that is wider than thataohation-state (Dower & Williams 2002).
Dower and Williams (2002) identified two axes obde& based on global citizenship. First,
the ‘ethical’ component is concerned with the valaad the core norms for advocating world
citizenship (what should they be?). Second, thigz&mship’ component is dealing with the
sense of the title of a global citizen (is thesubstantive and plausible sense of citizenship?).
For instance, Bowden (2003, p355) argued that @&arbposition to claim to be a global
citizen is a privilege that is reserved for the ®wd affluent globabourgeoisié, and to join

the liberal-democratic Western world, outsiders waedcome but only if they conform to
Western values. However, considering the initialilqggophical inspiration of global
citizenship (being someone who cares for the waslé whole), the concept is considered by
more and more academics as a meaningful framevarkidbating issues that need global
responses, including environmental ones. In addititizenship is often highly contested. It
is an actively created and negotiated status shshifted and remodelled in response to large
and small processes and movements (Marston & Mit@®®6). Then, in order to provide
important potentialities for improving and exparglthe possibilities for greater equality and
justice for all, it is the formation of citizenshtpat must be at the heart of the debate on

global citizenship when dealing with issues whiplemte at a global scale.

Currently, one of the key issues that can potdntlehd to the formation of new forms of
citizenship at the global level, is the environmeXd Newby (1996, p215) put it: “[t]here is
an increasing awareness that the environmentalediggls we face today are, increasingly,

international, global and potentially more life¢atening than in the past. In this sense, each
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individual's future is tied, in the title of the Brdtland Report, to ‘Our Common Future’ and
we are all, therefore, [global] environmental @iz now”. Derived from the gradual
globalisation of concerns of the mid-1980s (JeDO®@), the term ‘environmental citizenship’
was first coined in 1990 by Environment Canada. fidderal ministry of the environment
was encouraging “individuals, communities and oig@ions to think about the
environmental rights and responsibilities we aNdas residents of planet Earth” (quoted in
MacGregor & Szerszynski 2003, p8). Since thenad heen slowly establishing itself as a
distinctive way of linking environmental concerhetpublic, and policy process (Szerszynski
2006). Scales to which environmental citizenshiprape vary from the local to the global,
especially when considering contemporary globabsabf environmental issues. Therefore,
the idea of a ‘global environment’ has also gralyuastablished itself as a reality.
Encompassing the idea of a shared environmengnitbe regarded as a causal system that
includes ecosystems, weather and climate, a sy#ietn makes relational environments
possible and forms a distinct object of study (&attf 2002). However, as Jelin (2000) argued,
nobody can claim that a global consensus existardetrgy how to conceptualise the global

environment, furthermore, she writes:

“[The environment] is an international arena otigtsle and conflict of interests and
of worldviews. The universalistic scope of the eommental movement does not
imply that environmentalism is a unified, homogameagause. On the contrary, its
heterogeneity is very significant, both in termstbé agents involved and the
ideological perspectives presented (Jelin 2000)"p50

Meanwhile, environmental responsibilities regardthgs controversial global environment
constitute the most obvious focus of concern foséhclaiming to be a global citizen, as well
as the territory where global obligations cleanliga (Attfield 2002). These deal with shared
environmental risks such as global warming whialereif debatable, are not an abstraction
for these citizens (Urry 2000a). They view the imaonce and vulnerability of the
environment, and consider those to be their con¢attiield 2002). From here, | consider
leisure mobility as an opportunity for travellers taise their awareness regarding the

environment, including its global dimension.
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The formation of global citizenship and leisure mobity

Scholars have identified civil society as a keytdeain the formation of citizenship, as well
as what makes the exercise of global citizenshspreous possibility (Muetzelfeldt & Smith
2002; Marston & Mitchell 2006). International noowgrnmental organisations are potential
key institutions in the formation of global citizdnp, by creating a politicized arena for
discussion and action on global issues (Desfor@€gl)2 In order to regard themselves as
global citizens, constitutive members of civil sagiare usually inspired and motivated by
their sensitivity to social, political and econonpimblems in areas such as development, the
environment, and human rights (Dower & Williams 2R0The development of such
awareness is supported by the increased interctadrexss brought about by globalisation as
well as the increased mobility of individuals (@ast from the global ‘north’) in travelling the
world for work and leisure (Desforges &Wood 200Bgsides, it is precisely through the
expansion in size and velocity of individual flowbat knowledge of global risks, under
development and environmental degradations becaeseapable issues in the public sphere
(Rojek 1998). This did not undermine the notiorcibizenshipper sebut rather changed the
ways in which people think about their sense oteitship, their sense of belonging, and their

sense of responsibility (Desforgetsal. 2005).

Therefore, ‘mobility’ has also become a key featurehe formation of global (sometimes
environmental) citizenship. In this regard, Urry0QBb) identified two kinds of travel that
leisure mobility incorporates: physical_ceal travel, which has become a ‘way of life’ for
many in Western societies; and virtual travel, tedtanscending geographic and often social
distance through information and communication nedbgy such as the internet. Following
the ‘mobility turn’ within social sciences as memted above, Szerszynski (2005) argued that
real or virtual movement within the world can betthaa source and expression of

commitments that transcend the local:

“Of course, physical travel often involves seridogpacts on the environment -
impacts that have to be set against any benetibehges in ideas or attitudes that it
might also engender. But a defining feature of whygmunt Bauman (2000) calls
“liquid modernity” is an accelerated movement obple, images, ideas, products,
and information across local and nation bordersm@aement that is not only

materially but also culturally important for the yva alters the nature of place”.
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Szerszynski 2005, p83)

While mobility represents a creative possibility tile construction of global citizenship,
Desforgeset al. (2005) argued that concepts of place and scaleal® central to the
structures and experiences of citizenship. Theegrgehically inflected concepts are intrinsic
to the practical reworking of citizenship and hawmach to contribute to the development of
citizenship theory (Desforgest al. 2005). First, citizenship is formed through engagem
with ‘place’ (Barnett & Low 2004). Hence, focusing travellers’ behaviour and experiences
allows us to understand how these shape people,iwiiarn shape places; including the
environment they visited and live in today. Secaritizenship seems to be shifting scales in
contemporary globalised world. It moves away froational affiliations, towards global
forms of belonging and responsibility (Molz 2005hus, while citizenship is transgressed by
mobile beings, it is also formed through scale mpmhtion and engagement with place
(Desforgeset al.2005).

An inspection of the literature reveals that améasing number of studies deals with mobility
and its implications for global citizenshigr se However, scholars gave little attention to the
role of leisure mobility in the formation of globaitizenship, and furthermore have not
addressed specifically the question of how leisnodility can relate to the environment and
the formation of global environmental citizenshifBtudies concerning virtual travel
investigated the role of media images in develo@ngense of global citizenship in depth
(Szerszynski & Toogood 2000, Szerszynskal 2000, Urry 1999). An emerging body of the
literature related to physical travel tends to ®oan tourism and migration (Coles 2008 in
Noveli), international volunteering (Simpson 208gymond & Hall 2008), the ‘tourism and
travel’ industry (Carlson 2008), or internationakbga-events such as the Olympic Games
(Roche 2002). However, these studies fail to fré@mure practices within a broader social
context of mobility. The only ‘exception to the euin the social science literature (at least at
the time of writing) is Molz’s recent work on cospuditanisnf and global citizenship (2004,
2005, 2006a; 2006b, 2008). Although she never dszsi any form of environmental

2 Recent debates over citizenship in the global ctoiteve revolved around the notion of cosmopolganithat
is « an ethical theory according to which all hurbaimgs belong to one moral realm or domain argtiirciple
have obligations towards one another across thatdo» (Dower and Williams 2002, pxx). Simply unsteond,
a cosmopolitan citizen is somoene who is familighwend at ease in many different countries antlioes.
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citizenship, she took a geographical perspectivauvestigate both physical and virtual travel
by looking at round-the-world travellers and thebsiges they publish while travelling around
the world.

Emblematic of the new “hypermobile cosmopolitartesti (O’Regan 2008), round-the-world
travellers are at the intersection between globgdareal mobility and virtual mobility via the
high-tech, high-speed realm of global informatiechnology (Molz 2005). Drawing from
Holmes’ (2001) idea that contemporary forms ofzeitiship are deteritorrialized, Germann
Molz (2005, p524) demonstrated how round-the-wtnddellers see their mobility not just as
a right derived from a specific national identityut also as “an obligation to produce
tolerance, interconnectedness and cultural undefisig out of encounters with difference”.
Arguing that contemporary forms of citizenship amv defined more by mobilities than by
places, she shows how round-the-world travellepoduce and circulate a cosmopolitan
form of citizenship through the narratives they Igibonline. Furthermore, she asserts that
round-the-world travellers enact global citizenstajpng an “axis of risks, rights and
responsibilities” which combines national and gloladfiliations within the context of
mobility (Molz 2005, p521). Among the hazards fadeg global citizens, Urry (2000a)
included shared environmental risks. Global citizare entitled to a series of rights including
the right to be mobile, and the right to purchasmmodities from across the globe and to
consume other places and environments. In exchiangeich entitlements, global citizens are
subject to certain duties, including an obligatiorbe informed about the state of the world,
to live in an ethical and sustainable manner, tarathe interest of the global public (Molz
2005). However, can Molz’'s model be verified whemsidering travellers’ responsibilities
regarding the environment? Is it applicable in terof environmental citizenship? This
research thus addresses the remaining theoreagalagarding the interpretation of leisure

mobility as a way of developing global environmétazenship.

Objective, hypothesis and research questions

Considering the increasing prevalence of globahegtions of all kinds in the contemporary
world (Desforgeset al. 2005), including those allowing accelerated physerad virtual
travel, and the need for new forms of citizenshiprder to respond to increasingly globalised

environmental issues (Newby 1996); this researchsaio provide a different way of
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approaching the question of the environmental ingpaé ‘tourism’. To do so, the social
practice is conceptualized in a broader social ephof “leisure-oriented temporary mobility”
(Hall et al. 2004) operating at a global scale, which allowesmsideration of mobility, places,
and scales as key features in the formation of ezopbrary forms of citizenship. As
previously mentioned, travel may involve serioupatis on the environment, but these have
to be set against any beneficial changes in ideasttibudes that may also be engendered
(Szerszynski 2006). This brings us to the mainaesehypothesis asserting that new forms
of environmental citizenship which operate at abgloscale can emerge from leisure

mobility.

By taking round-the-world travellers as a case wtadd looking at the websites they
published whilst travelling around the word, thesearch investigates whether travellers’
physical and virtual mobility embody any source /an@xpression of commitment regarding
the environment which transcend ‘the local’. Thiaimresearch question suggests two sub-
guestions. First, to what extent do round-the-wéndatellers consider their trip to bring about
environmental awareness? Second, to what extertdwtal-the-world travellers consider their
ability to travel as a means of performing enviremal citizenship? In short, does round-the-
world travel evoke an ‘environmental eye’? Withdbequestions being at the centre of the
discussion, the latter will then develop the patgnble of leisure mobility in the formation
and performance of environmental citizenship atdlobal scale, taking both physical and
virtual travel into account. This will permit a tging of the gaps within the exploration of
the role played by leisure mobility in the formatiof a frequently contested notion of global

environmental citizenship.

Finally, by focusing on round-the-world travelleasd the websites they publish while
travelling around the world, this research formsiewhat of a response to Sheller and Urry’s
(2006) call for more studies related to human nitybdt the global level that bring together
more ‘local’ concerns about spatial relations ofbitity, as well as more ‘technological’

concerns about mobile information and communicatgmhnologies.
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3. METHODOLOGY and DATA COLLECTION

A human geography approach encompassing both quatdiive and qualitative

methods

Within the field of human geography, the approaclopded in this research embraces
geographers’ recent engagement with reconsidetireg geography of tourism within a
broader social context of mobility (e.g. Burns &\Wdi 2008; Coleset al. 2004; Hall 2005a,;

Hall & Page 2009; Hannman 2008). In their invedtayes, geographers usually follow
sociological approaches such as Urry’'s (2004) ‘newcial physics’. However, while

developing a “new social physics”, the contribusaof “old social physics” should not be
ignored, i.e. considering both “macro-level quaatie accounts of patterns of human
mobility” and “micro-level accounts of individuauman behaviour” (Hall 2005c, p95). This
is the reason why this research considers leisaiglity over the totality of a trip as well as
over individuals’ perspective, and thus integrdteth quantitative and qualitative methods

for mapping leisure mobility and the formation ddlgal environmental citizenship.

In addition, whist drawing upon both their quaritita and qualitative traditions, geographers
also engaged in the understanding of “actually texgscitizenship” (Desforges & Wood
2005, p448). The practices of citizenship as they enacted in everyday life in different
contexts (from the heart of international instibas to the household’s domestic kitchen) are
central to the theorisation of citizenship (Deséwgt al. 2005). Therefore, in this research
round-the-world travellers are approached throlnglir ttravel websites in order to investigate
the formation of citizenship as it unfolds ‘on tgpund’ and to evaluate one of the “real

world discourses” (Schattle 2007, p24) pertainmglbbal environmental citizenship.

Sample
This research surveyed 75 round-the-world travdisites generally and analysed a sample of
20 websites and web authors in greater depth. €haleld sample was representative of the

75 round-the world travel websites in terms of agdionality and gender, and was surveyed

through questionnaires and four complementaryvigess. It represents thirty four travellers,
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of whom fourteen were male and six were female.sAgere ranged from the early twenties
to over sixty years old, but most were in theirttes. The majority of travellers were middle
class, white, and were nation to Canada, UniteteStaf America, United Kingdom, Ireland,
Netherlands, Germany, France, Switzerland, or Aliatr Such details about their national
identity are important as it determines a travd&leability to engage with mobility. As
Bauman (1998, p86) noted, mobility is “the freedimnchoose where to be”, and a Taiwanese
passport holder is not able to travel as many nlgstns as a British passport holder for
instance. Therefore, as “whiteness travels welliafP1994, p91), such parameters will affect
the ability (or right) to travel around the worlddathus influence the formation of global

citizenship.

In this study, round-the-world travellers consultedre mostly backpackers (also called
budget travellers or sometimes vagabonds) and ekt travellers who were travelling
around the world for a period varying between aptewf months and a year (e.g. gap year
travellers), to as long as five years. Most of ttevellers visited one to two countries per
month, although some travelled to less than onesante more than three per month. Such
variation of the destination ratio within the samphows that disparities can also emerge
amongst the ‘hypermobile elite’. With a few notalebeceptions, these travellers decided to
journey around the world in order to take some taway from their studies or career, or after
retiring. In contrast to the ‘mobility poor’ for vam the desire for mobility is dictated by
climate change or economic migration needs, theyearblematic of the ‘mobility rich’ 21
century citizen in that their desire for mobility mainly driven by the will to “combat ennui
resulting from ‘having it all” (Burns & Novelli 208). As Molz (2006b, p5) additionally
found: “round-the-world traveller is [...] a mobileJetachedflaneur who delights in
encounters with difference, displays a willingnéssisk and a stance of openness toward
other cultures, but is always just passing througBbnsidering travellers’ ability to
circumnavigate the world and their ‘openness’ tocemter “otherness” (Bennett 2008, p132),
the most interesting aspect here is the need trrdete the extent to which this creates an
opportunity for raising environmental awarenesghgei theirs and/or the one of their
encounters), as well as bringing travellers to tadavour of the environment’ (either ‘on the

road’ and/or once back home).
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Data collection

Review of travel websites

According to Molz (2005), in 2003 there were clts&000 online travelogues catalogued by
the major English-language search engines suchoagl& Yahoo! and Altavista. These
travel websites usually consist of regularly updgteurnal entries and photographs detailing
what travellers experience on the road. Most otitine websites include detailed information
about travellers, their trip, and their itineraBometimes it includes biographical information,
travel budgets, packing lists, link to relevantesjtand travel advices. For most of the
travellers, updating their website is an integait pf their travel experience. Details of their
whereabouts and records of their activities andinige while travelling make of online
travelogues “experiential and cognitive informati¢Richards & Wilson 2004, p7) about the
way they relate with the environment while travedli Therefore, similarly to Cloket al’s
(2004) vision of travel writing, these online trawgitings are interpreted here for the insights
it provides about ways ‘the environment’ is undeost by web authors and the society he or

she visited, and the ways in which those undergtgsdnay in turn affect society.

In addition, online travel narratives are at theelisection between technology and global
mobility (Molz 2008), which give travellers the ampunity to produce a reflexive text visible
to the online audience (Molz 2006a). The analylsisstalso focused on the ways travellers
used information and communication technology (IGd)share places of environmental
beauty they visited and/or report environmental ceons they observed. Furthermore,
attention was also focused on determining whethenad interactive travel opens up new
spaces for effective environmental debate with geaigraphically dispersed audiences such
as friends, family, and other travellers. Whilevahwebsites were very helpful to provide
gualitative information about both virtual and piogs travel and the ways in which these
contribute to the formation of environmental citizhip, a complementary quantitative

approach had to be used to investigate physicatltra

Mapping itineraries

To capture travellers’ physical travel, a map repreing their itineraries was drawn on the
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basis of an inventory of the countries visited bgvellers from the 75 round-the-world

websites surveyed generally. This allowed travellexxperiences and their associated
mobility in time and space to be framed quanti&lfiyand gave a snapshot of the “locales”
(Hall 2005a, p25) in which travellers interact. Hawer, as well as providing a macro-level
description of round-the-world traveller's spatiais, travellers’ itineraries were also

considered as “temporal-spatial carriers of traraetixperiences” (Wang 2006, p72), that is to
say something which was determined by social, ipaliteconomical, and cultural parameters
(e.g. safety, flight costs, personal intereststucal diversity). Analysing these two aspects of

itineraries assisted in unifying the quantitative @ualitative forms of leisure mobility.

Questionnaires

A questionnaire was addressed to the representsdiviple of twenty travellers from the 75

travel websites reviewed. It was elaborated orbtmas of the websites review. For instance,
different types of environmental issues were ideiwithin travel website. Then, surveyed

travellers were asked which of the issues did tfame during their trip and where. The

guestionnaire was mostly used as vehicle for “$ierhypothesis testing, p131” (Cloket

al. 2004). It surveyed travellers in order to obtampirical information related to the main

study variables identified in the literature revigsee table 1).

Variables Definition Information gathered in the
questionnaire and used to

measure variables

Physical travel| The more mobile a traveller is, ttiare How many countries did they visit?
geographical areas and their associated Do you think this affected your
environmental issues he or she potentially environmental awareness?
encounters

Virtual travel Being virtually mobile through ICTush as the What did you use your travel
Internet allows sharing and reporting of website for?
environmental concerns, but also to open debates

about environmental issues

Place Environmental awareness is developed by Which environmental issues did
discovering particular places of the world where| you face? Can you remember

environmental issues are witnessed. where?
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Itineraries Temporal-spatial carriers of round-tinard Which countries did you visit?
travelling, itineraries bridge both qualitative and

quantitative aspects of leisure mobility

Experience Environmental awareness is developeddgiwra | What are the experiences that
variety of experiences sought by round-the-worldopened your eyes on environmental
travellers, which determines the way they engagédssues?

with the place and potentially the environment

Global Round-the-world travel gives the opportunity to | Do you think the environmental
environmental | gain consciousness of the existence of a shared issues faced during your trip have
issues environment and its associated issues an impact on where you live at the

moment?

Commitment | Travellers behaviour betrays their commitment foDid you take any action to be mor¢
regarding the | the environment ‘environmentally friendly’ when

environment travelling?

Environmental | Travelling can change people’s responsibilities | Do you feel responsible for any of
responsibility | regarding global environmental issues the environmental issues witnessed

during you trip?

Table 1: Study variables from the author

Some limitations emerged from the questionnaireBeiVasking about ‘citizenship’, people
often associated the notion solely with their rnaaicaffiliation, but almost never considered
extending it to the global scale or the environmexso, despite the fact that half of the
guestions were ‘open’, people did not develop thesponses extensively. In order to counter
these limitations and for the integrity of my resdato remain strong, complementary

interviews were conducted amongst the sample dafittyygeople.

Complementary interviews

Following the questionnaire, four phones interviemere conducted. Ideal for open ended
guestions, this “sensitive and people-oriented”hoét(Valentine 1997, p111) permitted in-
depth discussion regarding travellers’ experiermaes the extent to which it affected their
environmental awareness and environmental citizpnsfwo of the four interviews were
conducted with people considered as ‘committeddf iR, those who where involved in an
environmentally-related organisation before anderaftheir trip, and who significantly
changed their behaviours to travel in an ‘environtakly friendly’ fashion. The two other

interviews were conducted with ‘non-committed’ &e#ers, that is, people who neither were
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involved, nor changed their travel behaviour. Amginghe questions asked for the
‘committed’ were:
- Do you consider the environmental actions yowktdaring your trip as an act of
environmental citizenship? Why?
- To whom do you think it is going to benefit?
- Why do you think they are good?
The questions asked for the ‘uncommitted’ were:
- Do you think you should adapt you way of trawvejl?
- Is it a way to improve your responsibility foretenvironment?

- Would you consider this as part of any environtakaitizenship?
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4. RESULTS and ANALYSIS

Material from travel websites, questionnaires anigrviews were analysed and presented
together in order to answer the research questmasiously stated. This permitted a
comparison of complementary information from thee¢hdifferent sources and allowed the

results to be presented in a way which set updh@wing discussion.

Itineraries of round-the-world travellers

Round-the-world travellers exhibit a high degreemafbility. Not surprisingly, they travelled

to every continent but also visited a wide rangeg@bgraphical areas, including equatorial
rainforests, polar regions, steppes plains, monmtaiges, seas and oceans, coastal zones, and
deserts. But, the locations visited on every camtirand the routes between them generally
remained the same. The map of round-the-world biergéitineraries highlighted three main
clusters of destinations: South-East Asia (33.6%tle# 75 surveyed round-the-world
travellers), Europe (27.3%) and the Western fringé&atin America (19.7%). These betray

main global travel routes (see Map 1).
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Map 1: Countries visited and routes followed by@&nd-the-world travellers originated
from the USA, UK, Europe and Australia between 18892009 (from the author).

Number of visit
. 1-19

‘ 46 - 54
CI Countries not visited ° <—> Alternative routes
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Travellers circumnavigating the globe from Europaeyally follow the same main ‘Western
route’. They first fly to South America, explore tira America from South to North using
overland transport (usually buses) in countriehsag Argentina, Chile and Peru. Then from
Mexico or North America, they tend to fly acros® tRacific Ocean to New-Zealand or
Australia, sometimes via small islands such asabek Islands, French Polynesia or Samoa.
From Oceania, travellers take ‘short’ flights touBoEast Asia. In this part of the world,
Thailand is almost systematically visited, but @lers also show a great interest in
surrounding countries such as Vietnam, Malaysia @achbodia, and also India and China.
Following the countries of the rising sun, mostvéléers fly straight back to the ‘old
continent’. But, some travellers visit countries/festern Asia and the Middle East or Central
Asia. The latter part of the world is usually cesgsising the world’s longest train, the Trans-
Siberian Railway. Also, round-the-world travelleosiginating from Europe follow an
‘Eastern route’, that is the same itinerary butemerse. Alternatively, some visit Western
Africa before going to South America; or fly dowm $outh Africa first, then travel up north
overland across Western Africa, and finally joie thainstream ‘Eastern route’. Most people
travelling around the world from North America i the ‘Western’ and ‘Eastern route’ as
described above. In both cases, they usually msite places in Europe including Eastern
European countries, but most importantly FrancegirS@and Italy. Alternatively, on the
‘Western route’, many of them skip Oceania to fligiraight to South-East Asia or avoid
Europe on their way back to visit some countrie\fsica. On the western route, some of
them avoid Latin America to visit European or Afmc countries first. Travellers from
Australia did not show any differentiated patteronf the main western and eastern routes
described above.

Places and environmental issues observed

The following table enumerates environmental issdesumented in travel websites of
respondents from the questionnaires associatedtiaybar location (see Table 2). Travelling
actually opened travellers’ eyes to a variety ofiemmental issues.
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Table 2: Countries where environmental issues wéserved by 20 round-the-world

travellers between 1999 and 2009 (sorted by ordecourrence) - from the author

Environmental issue Place Count
Pollution China, India, Thailand, USA, Brunei Vietnam, 21
(air and water) Russia, Columbia

Deforestation Malaysia, Indonesia, Brazil, Guatemal 20

Honduras, Brunei, China, India, Vietnam,

Australia, Canada, USA
Wastes (litter) India, China, Thailand, Kenya, Egyp 12
Global warming Antarctica, Austria, France, Canddlaile, 10

China, Mongolia, Nepal, Australia

Desertification Australia, China, Mongolia, Peruaiitania 8
Overfishing Chile, Brunei, Indonesia, Malaysia, ilérad 5
Resource depletion Bolivia, China, India, CanadaAU 5
Ozone hole Australia, Antarctica, New Zealand

Soil erosion Canada, USA, Bolivia, Guatemala

Loss of biodiversity =~ Costa Rica, Ecuador, Malaysia 3
Coral reef bleaching  Australia, Belize 2

The issues considered as most important were thibgd had a direct impact on travellers,
such as waste and pollution; but also those whiohldc be observed visually such as
deforestation, and sometimes global warming. Infits¢ case, some travellers experienced
breathing and visual difficulties because of ailygmn in big cities. In Bangkok, some of
them were affected by seeing Police and otherkerstreet wearing masks. In Mumbai and
Beijing some people noted seeing the discolouratibnhe sky instead of its usual blue
appearance. Travellers also reported waste reiatesks which were mainly in East and
South-East Asia (especially in India). Many reportiee rubbish thrown out of windows and
along the streets, which made the cities they wisiéing “un sanitary” (Matt 2009). In the
second case, some travellers admitted having tmetienal impact” (Adrian 2009) of flying
over the Amazon or the Borneo rainforest and sedigfruction of large portions of the
forest. Finally, a few travellers claimed that ‘messing’ dramatic changes in ice melting

made global warming more clear to them. Ludovic ifmtance, who travelled around-the-

® Respondents’ names are pseudonyms in order terpeetheir privacy.
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world hitchhiking from France for five years, explked in the interview how going to

Antarctica allowed him to see and learn the impattdimate change:

Ludovic (2009): “I spent about 3 weeks with scist#iand learned tons of things
about climate change. Even though you can’t sedacthenelting with your eyes,
scientists showed me how things were a few yeavsaag how they are now. It is

guite amazing to see such a fast change”

When asking respondents about how much these isdiges their present lives, round-the-
world travellers did not see any direct effect othiean a general global warming. This
environmental concern is often associated with mstation as logging diminishes the
planet’s capacity to absorb carbon dioxide, whial &n impact on temperatures and climate
patterns. Some claim to already see the differelRgeinstance, an English traveller “cannot
remember summers being so wet” (Matt 2009). Adddlly, those living in a coastal area

were aware that climate change might lead to thengusion of their cities.

Travellers’ experiences and environmental awarenessising

Although all respondents thought themselves todmsitive to environmental issues before
they left, they considered travelling as the magpartant way to raise their environmental
awareness beyond high school and university educatAs stated by two American

travellers:

Derek (2009): “It is difficult for many of us to derstand the problem when you
live in a fairly clean environment .... If people exj@nced the environmental

problems firsthand ..., they could better understliednassive problems out there”.
Moreover:

lain (2009): “Seeing things as a formal tourist {ops, museums etc) you only see
the image that they [the tourism industry] wanptoject ... [But] wandering around
by yourself, talking to other travellers, to locats volunteering gets you ‘under the

surface’ to the real world”.

Hence, travellers’ previous environmental consaness was reinforced during their journey,

but this varied greatly depending on individual’aywof travelling (see Table 3).
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Table 3: Travel experiences considered by 20 roimedworld travellers

as influencing their environmental awareness (ftmauthor)

Type of experience Count
Talking or living with locals 12
Tourist activities 12
Sharing experiences with other travellers 11
Reading travel books 10

Visiting museums
Working

Volunteering

N O N 00

Visiting relatives

Respondents found that both talking with locals #&makist activities were significant in
raising their environmental awareness. On the @mel htravellers reported that meeting local
people at a destination, who were directly relianttheir local environment (land, crops,
water), made them more aware of the issues beasglfd-or the travellers who were engaged
in ‘slow travel’ such as hitchhiking or travellingy local transportations (trains or buses),
their situation allowed them to get closer to looadlities, including environmental issues
such as water depletion or desertification. On dtieer hand, other travellers claimed that
being involved in tourism activities was rewardifiiese included wildlife viewing tours
with passionate people describing their work wiltle tenvironment, and trying to raise
people’s awareness on environmental issues. Altihongt all travellers’ activities were
‘nature oriented’. Finally, reading travel bookssa@nsidered useful by travellers as it gave
them more detailed information on the background eauses of environmental issues in

certain areas. These seemed more objective thasttmiormation.

Environmentally-responsible travel and commitment egarding the environment

Most round-the-world travellers were well awaretloé environmental impact of their trip.
They could make the links between environmentaleass(including global environmental
change) and their own daily actions. Surveyed nedeots detailed an important number of

actions they took on the way to be more ‘environtagnfriendly’ (see Table 4). Although,
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some claimed they struggled enough to save mongyravel, and so refused to restrict their
plans for any “environmental cause” (Wes 2009)thaty simply stated that backpacking is

“the most environmentally friendly way of travellyh(Rosie 2009).

Table 4 : Summary of respondents’ attitudes in otdde more ‘environmentally friendly’

(from the author)

Transportation ~ Marie: “...[W]e walked when possible (avoided taxis).
Derek: “We tried not to use a car every day bukedland rode bikes instead.”
Ludovic: “Hitchhiking (people go from A to B anywhpy
lain: “l intended to not to fly too often (only waten continents) and used local
transportation wherever possible.”
Scott: “We travelled by train, boat, buses etc. orider to avoid flying.”
Accommodation Adrian: “We didn't stay at large, polluting resdrts
Marie: “...[We] adjusted thermostats when possible to consameegy”
lain: “Stayed in basic hotels with none of the us#avices, so no towels being
supplied and washed everyday, no aircon etc.”
Food, Drinks Annemieke: “We refilled plastic water bottles”
and Goods Marie: “...[We] used backpacks to carry food (rather than pimgpbags)”
Matt: “We tried to eat locally produced foods taegedown food miles”
Travis: “...l looked for environmentally friendly tval goods and paid a slight
premium compared to just choosing the lowest pteza”
Wastes Marie: “ | tried to avoid using plastic”
Otto: “I made sure my waste was disposed of inopgr fashion”
Tourist Annemieke: “We tried to find shops and nature/vifddivatching tours that had a

activities good reputation vis-a-vis environmental consciosshe

Opinions were divergent about travellers’ respaifisds regarding environmental issues
faced during their trip. On the one hand, someeitaks did not feel they had any
responsibility regarding the local problems theyeveitnessing as they felt the solution to
these problems was out of their sphere of influence
Dalit (2009): “I felt | couldn’t do anything abotit [wastes] in India, since there were
no bins, and if there were bins, people who camentpty them just threw everything
in the road or in the river”.

On the other hand, as members of industrializedtt®s enjoying the comforts of a modern
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society (Rosie 2009), most travellers felt respolesin a general way. Flying over thousands
of kilometres during their journey made them respole for a global issue such as global

warming.

Some travellers radically changed their behavigurorder to be more environmentally
friendly whilst travelling. One did a round-the-vaitrip hitchhiking in five years, and the
two other by train for one year. Those travellemsravalready involved in environmental
related organisations before leaving but they linoed that their journey reinforced their
environmental awareness and convictions:
lain (2009): “During my two years round-the-worlipt | withessed many dramatic
situations regarding the environment [...]. My enmmeental awareness raised a lot
during this trip. This is why | decided to do atlge tour and raise awareness at
schools and universities around-the-world”.
On the contrary, those who did not change theuetrbehaviour significantly claimed they
had no specific duty to take actions to preserve #mvironment once back home.
Subsequently they considered that global environahdasues should be dealt with to a

greater extent by international organisations.

Travel websites were also used as a mediator toueage people to travel responsibly
regarding the environment. For instance, some wehoas encouraged travellers to keep
their waste until they found an appropriate dispaosethod. Regarding respondents from the
guestionnaire survey, more than half of the webastclaimed they used their travel website
to show places of environmental beauty they visated to reflect on their travel. One quarter
of them stated using their blog to share envirortaleconcerns. However, none of these

engaged in any specific environmental debate v¢hoinline audience.
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5. DISCUSSION

On the basis of the results detailed below, thisi@e examines how leisure mobility, either
real or virtual, embodies both sources and exprassiof commitment regarding the
environment. It discusses the extent to which scmmmitment can be considered as an

opportunity for the formation of global environmahtitizenship.

Leisure mobility as a source for global environmerdl citizenship

Round-the-world travel can potentially be a source commitment regarding the
environment. Although, while the social practice @fcumnavigating the globe is often
considered by its proponents as an environmentateavess-raising journey, some limitations

remain within both physical and virtual travel perhed by travellers.

Physical travel

The potential of round-the-world travellers to tel#o the environment lies in three of their
main characteristics: their nationality and acdesfinancial resources; their initial will for

large scale travel; and their openness towardsdtierness” (Bennett 2008, p132). First, a
key feature in the access to travel experiencegatehtial knowledge about the environment
is travellers nationality and access to financiasources. Surveyed round-the-world
travellers all felt that their country of origindéitated their access to destinations. Coming
from a rich country helps in obtaining visas, bilgoato be able to afford transportation.

Moreover, ‘Western’ affiliation can sometimes bermthan a tourist visa:

Ludovic (2009): “I know also that if | have been@blo hitch an ice-breaker to go to
Antarctica, it is also because | come from a “rickvuntry. Unfortunately, it would

have been harder for sure if | was Colombian ohafg”.

This perfectly illustrates how, in some cases,amaiity might also give access to extra travel

experiences that people from developing countridvwobably never get.

Second, travellers’ global mobility enables thenvitt every continent on Earth, including a
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great variety of geographical environments. They eaen afford to go to the most remote
places of the Earth such as Antarctica or the Rdsiands. Subsequently, this gives them the
opportunity to encounter potential issues resulfrogy interactions between the society they
are visiting and these environments. Round-thedvarhvellers encounter environmental
degradation in both urban and natural environmevitsst of the time, travellers are affected
by urban environmental problems related to pollutiwwhich directly affect their health

(wastes and air or water pollution for instanca)t they are also affected by a variety of
problems occurring within natural environments @les$tation, overfishing, and

desertification for instance). The high number lafcps visited by surveyed round-the-world
travellers and the variety of environmental isstlesy were able to identify illustrate the

significance of the ability to travel extensively order to heighten one’s environmental

awareness.

Third, travelling to many destinations helps, budtatvis also important are the encounters
made along the way. Host-visitor or immobile-mobilteeractions are key factors for a
‘genuine’ immersion into the local reality, but ms-visitor or mobile-mobile interactions are
also very rewarding. Travellers’ openness towamtberness” (Bennett 2008, p132) is very
representative of round-the-world travellers ornaarers’ who seek to expand their space of
reflexivity (Oakes & Minca 2004), and thus wandng their itineraries in search of “the
most culture contact possible on the other” (Vo@td, p27). Such learning processes are
strongly bounded to places where encounters are.mfadexperience framed in a particular
place draws travellers’ attention to a specificimmmental issue they will never forget. Even
after a few years, respondents from the surveydcoeinember a particular situation and
explain with accuracy what affected them at thaet(e.g. Dalit (2009) who witnessed locals
emptying bins in a street of Bombay). Thereforeadudlition to a traveller’'s nationality and
access to financial resources, it is the will tecdver new places driven by a high degree of
mobility, and the quest for new experiences madenzounters, which actually fosters the

learning process of round-the-world travellers rdgay the environment.

However, what supports such experiences is prestkfior most travellers by socio-cultural,
economical, and political conditions which, in tkad, make their journey a subjective
experience. The survey of 75 round-the-world thavs! itineraries highlighted that their
movement at the global scale tends to follow a germmattern (from Europe to the Americas,

Australia, South-East Asia, and avoiding Africapdatheir rest have the tendency to
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concentrate in the same places of the world (EyrSpath-East Asia and the Western fringe
of Latin America). Besides, abstraction made ofdg&n regions, countries visited by round-
the-world travellers generally reflected the dimition of international tourism. Between
1999 and June 2009, on average, Asia receivedhindedf international tourist arrivals, Latin
America and the Caribbean one tenth, and Africa fitieth (WTO 2004; 2009), which
matches with the figures from the survey. Finaliyattractive and unsafe regions are most of
the time carefully avoided. For instance, countmes visited by the surveyed round-the-
world travellers were all developing countries. Argst them, one quarter were in the Least
Developed Countriésf which most of them were in Africa. The lattepresent the biggest
gaps in Westerner travellers’ itineraries. The kdeontinent’, as one interviewee called it, is
usually by passed for its political unrest and ptouveSimilarities within the itineraries of
round-the-world travellers and their similaritiegiwthe distribution of international tourism
reflect what Wang (2006, p75) calls the “Logos-nrodg” which is characterized by
overarching rationalization in contemporary soeitiThis means that despite their initial will
to get rid of itineraries sold by travel agenciessaapackage tour, ‘independent’ travellers
systematically find themselves involved in an al&ive form of commoditization (by buying
guidebooks and other travel materials for instangkich is a commoditization of the
knowledge of potential itineraries). They therefaa@nnot escape the itineraries hidden in
contemporary institutionalised systems which organiheir routes (such as network of
schedules, traffic lines and prices, booking systemtransportation and hospitality) (Wang
2006). This travel paradox is betrayed by the uneyeography of leisure mobility, which in

turn affects travellers’ environmental awareness.

The uneven geography of leisure mobility may afteatellers’ environmental awareness in
two different ways. First, because travellers’ lgab mobility’ is restricted to a limited
number of mainstream travel routes. This separttemn from places where important
environmental issues prevail. For instance, only ohthe 75 surveyed travellers visited the
Aral Sea on the border with Kazakhstan and Uzbakjsthe world’s fourth largest inland
water body which has dramatically shrunk in recggdrs due to an increased extraction of
river water for growing cotton (Harris 2004). Be=s¢l none of the traveller neither visited

sub-Saharan African countries nor thus relatedsénere consequences brought about by

* According to the United Nations, Least Develop@muntries are countries exhibiting the lowest iathes of
socio-econmic development and meeting three aitesised on low income, human resource weakness and
economic vulnerability (UN 2009). In our case, tiiisans they are potentially less attractive fondbthe-
world travellers
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desertification (Pickering & Owen 1997). Hence,tesellers may never encounter these
places of the world, they will probably never impeo their awareness regarding
desertification and water depletion. However, eiessues like these may remain local, they
may also be widespread, which will potentially affehe ‘wandering’ round-the-world
traveller in another part of his or her trip. Fostance, in the case of deforestation, travellers
surveyed observed the same issue in different pértee world, namely the Amazon and
Borneo rainforest. In the case of global warmihgs becomes even more evident as the issue
as global impacts. For instance, only two of theveyed travellers went to Antarctica which
means that only a few had the opportunity to oleséine “disappearing West Antarctica ice
sheet” (Marie 2009) and ‘witness’ climate changat, Bther travellers also observed glaciers
melting in Canada and France. One respondent fneninterview claimed having witnessed
the effect of sea level change in Pacific Islamd&iji where “the sea is slowly eroding the
coastline” (Nikki 2009). Hence, as the impacts lobgl warming are widespread compared to
more localized environmental issues, it constituéssfar as climate change can truly exist, a
real opportunity for raising travellers’ environntain awareness throughout the world.
Therefore, the uneven geography of leisure mobitidyn be a limiting factor in raising
travellers’ environmental awareness. However, whilsdepend on the scarce, widespread and

global aspect of the environmental issue.

Second, the uneven geography of leisure mobilityalye the issue of “backpacker enclaves”
(Cohen 2004, p43) in the formation of travellersvieonmental awareness. As independent
travellers seek a relaxed, tolerant and sociallympsive atmosphere (Westerhausen &
MacBeth 2003), this tends to produce places wheeeetis a concentration of backpacker-
related services and a congregation of predominaotling people with time on their hands
looking for fun. This leads to the formation of &ysed spaces demarcating themselves not
just spatially but also socially with the host cudt (Richards & Wilson 2004). For instance,
in surveyed travel websites, a traveller from thetét Kingdom was describing his surprise
to meet so many international travellers like himKoh Phangan in southern Thailand.
Renaming the island “the new Ibiza”, Jeff (2009plains how he met international travellers
from Canada, Ireland, Australia and the United-ldimigp, and relates his late nights at the
annual “Full Moon Party” created by the very presemf backpackers. Jeff's case thus
illustrates how the round-the-world travel expeces can contain travellers in a bubble, in
that very few of them encounter local people in-sommercial settings. This unfortunately

hampers any potential environmental awarenessigpigirough interactions with locals.
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Moreover, such concentration of backpackers in epanod time can have negative
environmental impacts, including in terms of thevimnmental capacity of beaches for
instance. Although, is ‘drifting’ but ending up ffowing the crowds’ necessarily negative for
round-the-world travellers in terms of environmésaaareness raising? Richards and Wilson
(2004, p261) argued that enclaves are “quinteseaefuelling stations” where travellers can
accommodate with modern facilities (take a hot gwuy an imported beer and use the
Internet), but also a place to meet fellow travslléA study from the ATLAS Backpacker
Research Programme about ‘global nomads’ showed “tha most important source of
information ‘on the road’ is fellow backpackers”i¢Rards & Wilson 2004, p261). This fact
was also acknowledged by questionnaire responadétiss research, who considered sharing
experiences with fellow travellers the second misportant reason for raising their
environmental awareness. Nevertheless, traveldrelding’ from the society may remain
important as their hypermobility increases theimiver of destinations but decreases the time
spent at each destination. Some of the surveyesdlleas visited more than four countries a
month for instance. Such fast “mobile consumerisf@Wang 2006, p72) hampers the
possibility for in-depth exchanges of ideas withhbmobile and immobile individuals about
potential environmental issues. Therefore, althosighilarities within travellers’ itineraries
can bring effective exchanges of ideas about #heriences, travellers’ hypermobility tends
to shield them from the host society as well agrthalow travellers, limiting quality

encounters in these increasingly deteritorrializedales” (Hall 2005a, p25).

Virtual travel

Leisure mobility and its associated virtual movetsesuch as through the Internet also
constitute a source of commitment regarding therenment for the online-audience. As
detailed in the results, round-the-world travellexated to a variety of environmental issues
during their trip. With sometimes more than fiftisitors a day, travel websites containing
posts related to the environment constitute an dppidy for raising the environmental
awareness of the online audience, such as friemdigaanily. In addition, some travellers use
their online space to encourage people to travagamsibly regarding the environment. For
instance, some web authors detail a series ofrectravellers should take in order to preserve
the environment they are visiting, such as keeflieg trash until they find a proper location

for it. However, travel website narratives are Initneutral, nor evenly accessible.
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First, travel website narratives are rarely neutsdlich may bias the online audience’s
perception about the environment observed ‘outethéviost travellers content themselves
with simply describing the places of environmenttehuty they visited, sometimes picturing
them as vacant, pristine places that are waitingetenjoyed. This leaves the reader with the
idea of a safe, accessible environment tiegto be consumed as a travelling experience.
Moreover, some bias regarding the interpretatioa pface can arise as most travellers do not
stay in the same place for a long period of tima:. iRstance, the explanation of the same
deforestation issue in Borneo was interpreted m dvfferent ways by two different travellers
from the same country. However, the first travefitryed for two months in a rehabilitation
centre for orang-utans while the second was onlyhenisland for a couple of days. This
highlights the important subjectivity of virtualisere mobility which in turns affects the

environmental awareness-raising of the online angdie

Second, those who have access to virtual travahsually people from developing countries.
Most networked computers are concentrated in NArtterica and Europe in contrast with
the developing countries which clearly suffer frahe “digital divide” (Brashowet al).
Hence, as the “bulk of world’s population”, and tiejority of its travel destinations remain
outside global information and communication tedbgg networks (Milne & Atlejevic 2001,
p385), virtual leisure mobility and environmentalaaeness-raising remain oriented towards a
selected audience of Westerns. Moreover, thisicgstr also highlights an uneven geography
of access tovirtual leisure mobility induced by limited access to fical resources and
information and communication technologies from mpamuntries. Comparatively to
‘backpackers enclaves’ previously mentioned, theegds round-the-world travellers into

virtual enclaves this time.

Therefore, leisure mobility plays an important rate the formation of environmental

citizenship. However, while physical and virtuabvel is performed at different scales
ranging from the local to the global, uneven acdesthe financial resources necessary to
cover costs of both physical and virtual travel niead to the formation of a biased global

environmental citizenship.
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Flexibility of scales of environmental citizenskipmation

The local scale is central to the formation of emwmental citizenship. Environmental
awareness-raising is bound to specific placesawales” (Hall 2005a, p25) which frame the
setting for new experiences created by social emeos. The environmental issue observed
may be very limited in space, but the acknowledgnfeven limited) of its widespread nature
and potential global impacts allow ‘wanderers’ ibead their sense of care beyond the local.
In the case of deforestation for instance, witmegsixtensive logging in the Borneo rainforest
is sufficient for travellers to extend the samesseof care to another place they will visit later
on such as the Amazonian rainforest. When acknaelédits negative impacts in terms of
carbon dioxide and global warming make travellasscious of the global consequence of
the local (even regional sometimes) environmentradation they observe ‘first hand’.
Such extension of care beyond the local is mordeswiin the case of issues associated with
global warming. As its effects are global, an intpot number of environmental issues can be
observed along the itineraries of round-the-wortavé¢llers (arguably, sea rise in Pacific
Islands, glacier melting in France and Canada, iaadsheet melting in the Antarctic for
instance), reminding them the scope and signifieaiche issue. Therefore, round-the-world
travel has the potential to adjust travellers’ eowmental citizenship from the local to the
global. Nevertheless, environmental citizenshiprfation depends on travellers’ ability to

acknowledge the scale of flexibility of environmalnssues observed on the way.

Asymmetrical formation of environmental citizenship

Uneven geography of both physical and virtual esmobility betrays the asymmetrical
topology of global environmental citizenship formation. éedl, as illustrated during this
research, the spatial formation of global environtak citizenship is constituted by
heterogeneous sets of relations. In physical spacesd-the-world travellers engage in both
host-visitor and host-host interactions. Encountétls both mobile and immobile individuals
are important as these actually foster the enviemial awareness-raising process of

‘wanderer’ round-the-world travellers. Within viglu spaces, environmentally-committed

® Topology refers not to surfaces but to ‘relatiossd to the interactions between these relatiorahling
geographers to go below the surface in order ygtwocesses of spatial emergence (Murdoch 200®). T
concept is used here to analyse the complex sjatahctions taking place within round-the-wonldvellers’
network involving both mobile and immobile indivials.
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travellers share their environmental concerns withonline audience which, in turn develop
in turn their environmental awareness. This hetemegus set of relations forms a network
where both mobile and immobile individuals are iwed. However these networks present
an asymmetrical topology due to uneven accessetdirtncial resources necessary to cover
costs of both physical and virtual travel. Thatimmobile individuals can neither travel
physically to discover other environments and thpgitential associated issues; nor travel
virtually to interact with the online audience aacknowledge the existence of a particular
environment in danger. While immobile individuavie almost unlimited access to all these
spaces and can easily raise their environmentatesn@as. Such asymmetrical topological
configuration of global environmental citizenshgrrhation may lead to uneven conceptions
of the ‘global environment’ and its associated sjskeinforcing an ‘environmental awareness
divide’ between developing and developed countrigss also reaffirms Bowden’s (2003,
p360) critique of global citizenship when he argtrest its advocates fail to take into account
non- Western values, and to be in a position timcta be a global citizen is a privilege which
is reserved for the “modern, affluent globalurgeoisié.

Leisure mobility as an expression of global enviromental citizenship

Leisure mobility embodies a variety of forms of guoitment regarding the environment.
These are expressed by environmental actions wkaertby travellers during their journey
and within their online spaces. As results showa@se vary depending on travellers’
responsibilities regarding the environmental ‘cormmgood’ and awareness of potential
environmental risks. This actually reaffirms MolZA2005) assertion that round-the-world
travellers enact citizenship along an axis of riskghts and responsibilities. Among the
hazards faced by round-the-world travellers, redpats included shared environmental risks
such as global warming. Travellers also entitle right to be mobile and to consume other
places and environments. In exchange for suchlemngnts, round-the-world travellers
recognized being subject to certain duties; inclgdan obligation to travel in a sustainable
manner, to act in the interest of the society theye visiting, and for some to educate about
the environmental state of the world through theivel website. On the basis of these three
parameters two main forms of environmental citibgmsoperating in both virtual and

physical spaces of leisure mobility could be idiedi in this case.
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Physical spaces

On the one hand, there are th@en-committectitizens. These are the majority of round-the-
world travellers who present a sense of environal@awareness and responsibilities but only
take limited actions in favour of the environmeney see transport (even those with a high
carbon footprint such as planes) as essentiatdweliing great distances. They acknowledge
environmental responsibility, but are only ‘willinp use alternative modes of transports. The
actions taken on the way also reflect the Westppraach to environmental protection, but
are limited in scope as these well-intentioned dllays do not take particularly restrictive
actions that would compromise their plans. Withireit interactions with locals, these
travellers do not reflect any commitment for “mailtitural and even multi-faith approaches”
to environmental actions (Smith and Pangsapa 20063). Moreover, they usually feel the
environment is divided between rich, clean devalopeuntries where they come from, and
poor, dirty developing countries which they areyopéssing through. In this way, they may

never address the complexity of environmental isslserved on the way.

At the extremity of this category lie travellers avbo not have any particular environmental
awareness and sometimes no sense of responsabity, They will never change their travel
behaviour for ‘the cause’. On the contrary, thegl the important efforts to raise money, and
the risks they took before leaving (by quittingithebs for instance) give them the right to
enjoy their trip and simply have fun. They do ne¢ she need to care about the environment
and “try to change things on the way” (Wes 2009)ctStravel behaviour tends to lead to
what Wang (2006, p72) call a “consumer citizenshiipat is a democratized right to consume
extraordinary experiences that are accessibleateelir which do not consider the potential

environmental impacts of travpér se

On the other hand, there are themmittedcitizens These are travellers with strong
environmental awareness and sense of responsibilitg are ready to significantly change
their travel behaviour. They use alternative maafesavel, and view public transport such as
trains positively. However, in some cases, vergrgjrenvironmental awareness may lead to
some forms of ‘ecological redemption’, where tréam feel they have the duty to engage in
slow, sometimes dangerous travel such as hitchdpikinkeep their carbon footprint low.
Others will promote forms of what some scholarshsas Nelson (2003) have called
‘environmental colonialism’. In this regard, theseaof lain is illustrative. As he felt he had
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the duty to ‘teach’ locals about the environmenbffset his carbon footprint, he started to
lecture small classes about how to be “good enunemtal citizens” (lain 2009). However,

rather than being context-specific, the actionsvas encouraging were clearly diverted from
Western societies’ daily actions of ‘good’ envircgmtal citizenship. He was teaching locals
how to sort garbage, but most of the time wastkectibn schemes did not existed in the area.
No one would reuse sorted items and the effort nveake useless. Without embedding their
actions within the places they are visiting, tréaml may miss the opportunity to bring about

lasting changes for the community and its enviromme

Virtual spaces

Consequently, environmentally committed travellakso express their environmental
citizenship through their websites. This onlinecgpes used because they feel they have the
duty to share environmental issues observed alomgvay with the online audience. Indeed,
one quarter of respondents from the questionnaireey stated having used their travel
website to share environmental concerns. Howeweither these, nor those from the 75
surveyed websites engaged in any substantial delbdte the online audience about
environmental issues they observed. Hence, thisdamteractivity highlights a limitation in
the use of online space as an expression of comanttnegarding the environment. As web
users usually enter these spaces following a logimvited and interpersonal surveillance
(Molz 2006a), they may interact with travellerstédl them where to go and what to do, but
do not necessarily care about distant environmdasales occurring far from their home,

especially when they feel these cannot affect theectly.

Scales of environmental citizenship performance

Most travellers enact environmental citizenshipotighout their journey. Non-committed
travellers usually undertake punctual and localizetibns in order to travel in a ‘sustainable
way'. However, extending their environmental citighip beyond the local scale usually
implies restrictions that would compromise theieedom to travel. On the contrary,
committed travellers undertake environmental astithrey performed beyond the local. As
they are ready to change significantly their trawehaviour, they engage in slow, low carbon
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emission travel by journeying around-the-world tairt or even hitchhiking. Thus, round-the-
world travelling embodies various forms of globaveonmental citizenship operating from
the local to the global. However, as environmeatdions undertaken most of the time reflect
a Westernized approach to environmental protecti@veller's environmental citizenship
does not take into account the potentialities Ghalticultural approach” (Smith & Pangsapa
2008, p263) to environmental actions often necgsgar complex, often contested
environments such as those encountered by rounddhd travellers in developing

countries.
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6. CONCLUSION

Considering the need for new forms of citizenshiporder to respond to increasingly
globalised environmental issues, this paper is deduon bridging the gap within the
exploration of the role played by leisure mobilitythe formation of a frequently contested
global environmental citizenship. To do so, thisearch conceptualized the social practice
within a broader context of mobility, bringing aweerspective on the means of assessing
the environmental impacts of tourism. Moreover,ngsboth quantitative and qualitative
methods from human geography proved to be usefuimfpping both physical and virtual
travel. Such an approach led to an integrativeystiidoth tangible and intangible aspects of
leisure mobility, and generated support for theaidbat new forms of environmental

citizenship operating at a global scale can emfaye leisure mobility.

Round-the-world travel embodies both a sowed expression of commitment regarding the
environment, which evokes an ‘environmental-eyetravellers in two different ways. First,
round-the-world travellers consider their trip tony about environmental awareness as they
witness ‘first hand’ environmental degradation. Té@mevironmental issues observed are
diverse (from local water shortage issues to glabalate change issues) and widespread in
many different geographical areas of the world I(idmg both natural and urban
environments). Many travellers share their expegsrusing communication and information
technology such as the internet in order to shaee travel experiences to online audiences;
including their friends and family. In turn, thisrstitutes a source of commitment for virtual
travellers. “Locales” (Hall 2005a, p25) are centtal the formation of environmental
citizenship, because environmental awareness-gaisinbound to specific places and the
people encountered, but extending their awaremegetglobal depends on travellers’ ability
to acknowledge the scale of flexibility of enviroantal issues observed along the way.
Nevertheless, increased mobility gives the oppdrtuor hypermobile elites to engage with
more places but decreases the quality of theirgargant with these ‘locales’. For some this
may lead to a form of “consumer citizenship” (W&@p6, p72) which entitles travellers to
simply consume places without necessarily intemgctvith the host society. Besides, the
uneven geography of leisure mobility keeps travelia both physical and virtual enclaves
where host-visitor interactions are limited, yeistlis a key feature in the environmental

awareness-raising for most round-the-world travelle this context of heterogeneous sets of
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relations betrayed by uneven access to financedurees necessary to cover the costs of
leisure mobility, asymmetrical formations of glokElvironmental citizenship may emerge;
thereby reinforcing an ‘environmental awarenessidéivbetween mobile and immobile
individuals. Therefore, this research supports Bosv€2003, p360) critique which argues
that to be in a position to claim global citizenslé a privilege which is reserved for the

“modern, affluent globabourgeoisié.

Second, round-the-world travellers perform variéarsns of environmental citizenship when
they travel, as most of them are entitled the righbe mobile but in exchange recognise
being subject to certain duties, including travgllin an environmentally friendly manner. In
this regard, Molz’s (2005) model is applicable imst case, as travellers are enacting
environmental citizenship also along an axis dés;igight and responsibilities. The forms of
environmental citizenship vary depending on traarsllcommitment to the environment, and
are performed through a variety of actions, rand@iom recycling for ‘uncommitted’ citizens,
to avoid flying for ‘committed’ citizens. The lattealso express a virtual form of
environmental citizenship through their travel wtdss although such forms of engagement
usually lack interactive debates concerning enwitental issues. Uncommitted citizens
perform limited environmental actions as extenditttem would imply restrictions
compromising their freedom to travel. On the captracommitted travellers take
environmental actions beyond the local level, &y thre ready to significantly change their
travel behaviour. However, environmental citizepshperformed by round-the-world
travellers mostly reflects a Westernized approactntvironmental protection, and thus fail to
recognize the potentialities of a “multiculturalpspach” to environmental actions (Smith &
Pangsapa 2008, p263). In short, the uneven geograpHeisure mobility divides the
‘environmental eye’ between mobile and immobileividtlials in both physical and virtual

travel spaces.

Finally, the author still favourably considers askling the nature, possibilities and limits of
global environmental citizenship as a way to pramststainability. Subsequently, more
discussion is encouraged regarding the sometimafiating interests of long-distance

tourists and environmental activists by demonstgatiow travel and tourism can bring about
more beneficial and lasting changes in ideas atitddds vis-a-vis environmental protection.
Although, as Ingold (2000, p227) said, "[o]ur pgriben of the environment as a whole is

forged [...] in the passage from place to place, mndistories of movement and changing
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horizons on the way". Therefore, future studiesusth@lso investigate the role of leisure
mobility in promoting global environmental awaresesver a larger period of time, for
instance by evaluating the changes of travellegstgption of the environment after different
trips performed at different periods, or takingoinaccount travellers’ environmental

citizenship in their post-trip life.
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