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Research questions
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> Ethnographically informn ed
method
> Participant observation

> Auto ethnographic accounts



Ruminations: People and
wild places
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> Late-maoaer
> - Inequalities?
> - hegemony: power through ‘eco-

Imperialist’ consensus (Cater 2006)?
> An enduring disjuncture...



Ecosophy

> Arne Naess (1912-2009):
considered the intellectual founder of
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ecology) (Drengson, 1999)

> Warns against creeping comfort
and ‘convenient ‘ nature
> But also against ecotourism’s

shallow ecology footings



Findings at CML:

> The car parks are stark, sterile and

iIndustrial... ideas about wilderness and
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tourists are faced with lines of road- S|gns
so that the feeling of being anywhere out of
the ordinary and natural is hard to sustain




The funicular experience:

> NCLo://www.youtlioe, corr/Wel
tchv=k7difTLAaM8


http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=k7djfTLAaM8�
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=k7djfTLAaM8�

Ocularity or embodiment?

> The contrast between the more
embodied experiences of the

mountaineer/wanderer and that of the
CML tourist are marked h

el rn ‘ar 'r):lr,

the theme of dlsembodlment as CML
tourists are insulated from mountain
environment and fed recorded
narratives about the natural
surroundings



Spiritual connections

Dwelling (see Cloke & Jones

Back td ‘heftedness’






sroves on Camusdarach

Example




Conclusions

Mana ement of wild places can be
elitist, blo-centric, but:
_5\/ allowing dwelling, NETLEANESS
LO therland
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»  Playfulness
> Wandering

> The authentic engagements of
childhood: Naess
> Beware ‘education’, or

‘management’ without inspiration



> Deep ecology/ecosophy does not
separate humans - or anything else - from the
natural environment.

> Sees the world not as a collection of

> Naess argued that whllst he was
pessimistic for the 21st Century where his
ecosophy was concerned, he remained “an
optimist for the 22" Century” (Devall
2001:33)
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