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Abstract: The purpose of this article is to fill in the gap in knowledge about early academic work on tourism which had developed
first of all in Europe. The author has tried to achieve this aim by conducting a retrospective analysis of chronological and institutional-
methodological aspects of the evolution of tourism studies. As a result, he has distinguished two aspects (each divided into two):
1) chronological: a period of precursors and a formal academic period; 2) methodological: research within one discipline and interdis-
ciplinary research. The results enabled the author to formulate general conclusions for critical discussion. It primarily concerns the
domination of the English language and the Anglo-American tradition in the literature which is the reason why the global picture of
achievements in tourism studies is incomplete and thus imperfect. The accomplishments of smaller, yet well-established, “national
schools” are often ignored and remain almost unknown internationally. The author hopes that the article will be an encouragement
to undertake research on early tourism studies in individual countries and to publish its results internationally as this will broaden
knowledge of the origins of academic work in tourism.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The purpose of the article is to fill a gap in knowledge
on early academic work on tourism and above all that
which developed in Europe. The problem seems sig-
nificant because contemporary authors, publishing
their works mostly in English, commonly believe that
tourism studies did not develop on a large scale until
after World War 1II, and its heyday (still continuing)
came only in the 1990s (Jafari, 1990, 2001). In addition,
research in this domain is associated primarily with the
achievements of the Anglo-American tradition, sup-
plemented in recent decades with the findings of Aus-
tralian and New Zealand researchers, as well as some
from South-East Asia (remaining, however, under the
influence of the English language tradition). This phe-
nomenon, which is clearly visible in the predominance
of English in contemporary research publications, has
already been identified and critically described by both
English-speaking academics and those coming from re-
gions where other languages are spoken (e.g. Butowski,
Kaczmarek, Kowalczyk-Aniot, Szafranska, 2019; Cham-
bers, Buzinde, 2015; Hall, 2004; Kozak, Kozak, 2016;
McKercher, 2002; Wijesinghe, Mura, Bouchon, 2017).

However, the detailed results of the retrospective anal-
ysis presented here by the author clearly indicate that
the beginnings of tourism studies should be sought in
the countries of continental Europe outside the English-
speaking area. These go back as far as the second half
of the 19" century, and have also been documented in
works on the development of individual disciplines
dealing with tourism

On the other hand, reconstructing the history of aca-
demic work on tourism, with consideration of the mul-
tiple disciplines related to it, seems to be very difficult
if indeed possible. This can be seen by the fact that it
has been relatively rarely attempted in a comprehensive
way, and authors dealing with this issue, e.g. Vukonic
(2012), Jafari and Xiao (2016) or Kozak and Kozak (2016),
are few. Naturally, first we should ask about the pur-
pose of such retrospective analysis. It is not just to men-
tion authors and present their works, possibly relating
to the achievements of individual disciplines, but it
seems that research should lead to formulating some
general conclusions. It should, to some extent, break the
stereotypes regarding the contributions of individual
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academic schools and traditions (with respect to lan-
guage as well) in the development of tourism studies.
At the same time, conclusions from the analysis may
form the basis for undertaking further research to pro-
vide a fuller picture of tourism phenomena in the con-
temporary world, embracing a maximally wide range
of views. This could expand our knowledge about
tourism and its various manifestations and allow us
to understand it better.

Aware that completing this task goes beyond the
framework of a single article, the author has attempted
to at least partly reconstruct the origins of tourism
studies.What is new here however is the methodolo-
gical approach which places the author outside the
singlediscipline system. Many works devoted to the his-
tory of tourism studies were written mainly from the
point of view of a single discipline (e.g. Jackowski,
Bilska-Wodecka, Sotjan, Liro, 2015; Jafari, Xiao, 2016)
or at most of a group such as the social sciences (Dann,
Liebman Parinello, 2009). Perhaps, an even more im-
portant move, due to which the author’s results do
not always confirm earlier findings (cf. Kozak, Kozak,
2016) especially with regard to early tourism studies, is
his intentional stepping outside of the contemporary
mainstream. They are typically presented in English
and one of the negative effects is the fact that source in-
vestigations — so important for historical analysis — are
limited to this particular language. Wishing to avoid
this risk, an attempt was made to use sources other than
in English, above all those published in French, German
and Polish. At the same time, publications in English
written by non-English speaking authors have been
widely used, particularly when they concern the origins
of tourism studies in their own countries. Naturally,
the author is aware that the analysis presented here is
incomplete, as it does not include reviews of research
on tourism studies in a large number of countries. It
seems, however, to be an objective drawback which
should not prevent formulating conclusions from the
study. On the other hand, it may be a challenge to con-
tinue research on the origins of tourism studies from
the perspectives of other academic schools or language
traditions that have not been mentioned.

2. ARETROSPECTIVE ANALYSIS
OF TOURISM STUDIES

In view of the purpose of this study as well as consid-
ering its assumptions and limitations, the author has
conducted a retrospective analysis of the development
of tourism studies from two perspectives: chronological
and institutional-methodological. As a result, he has
distinguished mutually interconnected periods and
research methods:

1. Two main research methods involving different
methodological and institutional approaches:

— single-discipline studies (mono-faceted);

— interdisciplinary studies (multi-aspectual).

2. Two basic research periods (temporal aspect):

— the earlier, precursor research period (within a sin-

gle discipline);

— the later, formal research period (within individual

but also across multiple disciplines).

The distinction described above is presented in mo-
del form in Figure 1. A clear division into precursor
and formal tourism periods turned out to be impos-
sible because the two phases partly overlap. Thus, the
model is illustrative only and the presented time lines
are theoretical. This is the same with respect to the
methodological-institutional division. Single-discipline
or interdisciplinary research is often conducted at the
same time or even by the same researchers at different
periods. However, it seems that the distinguished pe-
riods and their methodological-institutional descrip-
tions indicate general trends in the changes observed in
the evolution of tourism studies in a long-term perspec-
tive. It is also worth noticing that the conception of tour-
ism studies development presented here is partly an
alternative, compared to Kozak and Kozak (2016) who
distinguished three separate periods in tourism studies
development: 1) before 1960; 2) 1960-1990; 3) after 1990. It
also differs from the periodization proposed by Vukoni¢
(2012), who distinguished five stages in tourism theo-
ry development: 1) the period preceding tourism de-
velopment (in its contemporary sense) — before the
mid-19™ century; 2) the second half of the 19" centu-
ry — when the first tourism studies were undertaken;
3) early 20™ century — before World War I; 4) the inter-
war period; 5) the period after World War II.

SINGLE-DISCIPLINE FORMAL
RESEARCH PERIOD

/ -----

PRECURSOR PERIOD

Methodological-theoretical development
of tourism studies

v
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Figure 1. The methodological-theoretical development
of tourism studies in real time
Source: author

In view of the historical periods in the development
of tourism studies presented above, the next part of the
article presents a more detailed description, justifying
the division proposed by the author.
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The precursor period, which started in the mid-19* cen-
tury, includes works by those representing different
disciplines who, apart from research typical of those
disciplines, were also interested in tourism when it
was not an autonomic object of study (research area).
Obviously, the researchers were not using any specific
concepts or terminology because they had only started
to be created. The period of formal tourism studies was
the time when they had “matured” enough to become
an autonomic discipline, with their own (initially mod-
est) conceptual apparatus and terminology, and even
with some theoretical output and methods, usually
borrowed from other, more advanced disciplines (most-
ly geography, economics and sociology) and adapted
to the purposes of tourism studies. This has been de-
scribed by many authors e.g. Bogucki and Wozniak
(1997), Dann and Liebman Parinello (2009), Hau and
Gartner (2012), Jackowski, Bilska-Wodecka, Sotjan i Liro
(2015), Jafari and Xiao (2016) and Kowalczyk (2001).

Analysis of the origins of academic work on tourism
from a methodological-institutional perspective has
made it possible to distinguish two, in a way contradic-
tory research approaches, involving single-discipline
and interdisciplinary studies. The former is understood
as research conducted from the perspective of one dis-
cipline (one aspect), without the need to make an in-
terdisciplinary synthesis of the results. On the other
hand, in interdisciplinary studies the distinguishing
factor is the attempt to take a multi-faceted approach
to a given problem, with the emphasis put on a syn-
thetic interpretation of the results obtained within the
framework of several disciplines. It is worth noting
that while the first, precursor, stage of tourism studies
was characterized by a single discipline approach (eco-
nomics and geography were the main ones covering
tourism studies), in the formal studies period (still con-
tinuing), both single discipline and interdisciplinary
approaches are used. In the single discipline approach,
some developed specific sub-disciplines focused on
tourism issues? such as tourism geography, tourism so-
ciology, tourism anthropology, tourism economics, etc.
(cf. Kozak, Kozak, 2016). It seems, however, that they
often remain on the margin of mainstream research in
their parent disciplines (cf. Dann, Liebman Parinello,
2009). The interdisciplinary approach, suggested by
Tribe (1997, 2006) as the most promising, seems to be
much more difficult, with respect to the methodology
and organization of research, even though it is presently
regarded as giving better results. This problem has
been discussed by many authors, including Darbellay
and Stock (2012), Leiper (1990), Smith (1998), Tribe and
Liburd (2016). Kozak and Kozak (2016) believe that the
development of the interdisciplinary approach was
influenced by the fact that tourism issues started to
be explored by the first generation of researchers who
had gained their degrees specifically in this discipline,

contrary to their predecessors who were originally edu-
cated as economists, geographers or sociologists. In the
literature, depending how strongly the research results
were synthesised, descriptions of various modifications
and developments of the interdisciplinary approach
can be found, which are referred to as multidisciplin-
ary, cross-disciplinary, trans-disciplinary, or even post-
disciplinary studies® (Echtner, Jamal, 1997; Pearce, But-
ler, 1993; Ratz, 2014; Smith, 1998; Tribe, Xiao, 2011).

Considering the fact that the precursor period and
the first phase of the formal tourism period (lasting,
arbitrarily speaking, until World War II) have been
less recognized, they will be the object of the histori-
cal analysis presented in this article’. The author’s at-
tention will be mostly focused on selected European
countries due to the fact that it is in Europe (outside
the English-speaking area) where examples of early
academic work on tourism studies should be sought.
This has also been confirmed by researchers from out-
side this continent and representing the ‘Anglo-Saxon’
tradition of tourism studies (Dann, Liebman Parinello,
2009; Vukoni¢, 2012; Jafari, Xiao, 2016). We may treat
this statement as a hypothesis that needs to be veri-
fied, especially with regard to the works about tourism
which were written by American authors (Brown, 1935;
Carlson, 1938; Joerg, 1935; Jones, 1933; McMurry, 1930;
Meinecke, 1929). It seems, however, that they had a dis-
persed character, probably due the researchers’ diverse
individual interests.

3. THE PRECURSOR PERIOD

The research conducted during the precursor period
(especially its early phase) included a wide range of eco-
nomic and geographical studies with their individual
character depending on local economic, political and
historical conditions. That is why, in individual coun-
tries or regions, different aspects were focused on. For
example, in Poland (which had lost the status of a state
at that time), the predominant type of research was ge-
ography focusing on ethnographic and cultural issues,
often very patriotically-charged. On the other hand,
German, Swiss, Austrian, French and Italian work was
on the impact of tourism on a local economy, settlement
system or environment, especially in the Alpine and
coastal regions, as well as the historical cities visited by
tourists. A little later, but still during the precursor pe-
riod, strictly economics-oriented, practical work started
to flourish, mainly for the purposes of local tourism
economies. In Polish literature the early stage, mainly as
a part of geographical as well as economic and social re-
search, has been presented by Warszynska and Jackow-
ski (1978), Kowalczyk (2001), Jackowski and Sotjan (2011),
as well as Jackowski, Soljan, Bilska-Wodecka and Liro
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(2015, 2016) who analysed the accomplishments of the
leading German and French schools. Geographers were
the first® to become interested in the phenomenon of
tourism and trying to explain it and Jackowski, Bilska-
Wodecka, Sotjan and Liro (2015) have formulated a the-
sis that research into tourism coincided with geography,
turning towards issues of human existence in the nat-
ural environment. A theme which fitted into this trend
perfectly was increasing human mobility, including
tourism-related activity.

The most renowned German-speaking representa-
tives of geography from the precursor period, whose
achievements were the foundation of later formal
tourism and economic research, include above all Al-
exander von Humboldt (1769-1859) (after: Jackowski,
Bilska-Wodecka, Sotjan, Liro, 2015) — a naturalist, who
observed the connection between the environment and
human activity; Karl Ritter (1779-1859) — a regionalist,
considered (next to Humboldt) to be one of the fathers
of modern geography; Johann Georg Kohl (1808-1878)
—a traveller, geographer and historian; Friedrich Ratzel
(1844-1904) — considered to be one of the founders of
anthropogeography; his student, Alfred Hettner (1859-
1941) — an outstanding geographical theoretician; as well
as Kurt Hassert (1868-1947) — and anthropogeographer,
specializing in the geography of transport. Although
none of these considered himself to be a tourism re-
searcher, all of them, to a larger or smaller extent, dealt
with tourism-related issues, either from an ethnographic-
cultural (e.g. Ratzel, 1882) or from a geography of set-
tlement perspective (tourist destinations) (e.g. Hassert,
1908; Hettner, 1927; Kohl, 1841), only sometimes focusing
on the economic aspect of tourist activity.

In the French-speaking area, the first name that
should be mentioned is that of Paul Vidal de la Blache
(1845-1918), whose humanistic and at the same time
regional approach to geographical research established
a very good methodological framework for tourism
studies as well. According to Jackowski et al. (2015,
2020), it is Vidal de la Blache with another French ge-
ographer, Lasserre, who were responsible for intro-
ducing the term industrie touristique® in reference to
the development of the city of Lourdes, a famous pil-
grimage destination (Lasserre 1930). In France, in the
first decades of the 20™ century, the institutional basis
of geographical research on tourism (however limited
mainly to the mountainous areas of the Alps and the
nearby Cote d’Azur, including Corsica) was the Insti-
tute of Alpine Geography (Institut de géographie alpine),
established in Grenoble in 1907, as well as the “Revue
de géographie alpine” — a journal published from 1913.
Their founder was an outstanding geographer, Raoul
Blanchard (1877-1965), whose interests included tourism
and he devoted many publications to it, superseding,
in a way, formal tourism studies (Blanchard, 1911, 1914,

1919). Before World War I, specialist guidebooks and jour-
nals appeared, intended for those specialising in some
forms of tourism, e.g. Auscher’s “Le tourisme en auto-
mobile” (1904), which published academic articles, too.

Obviously, the choice of works written by German
and French researchers, illustrating the achievements
of the precursor period in tourism studies, is not ac-
cidental. Generally, it has been agreed that it was in
German- and French-speaking countries where this
work had already started to develop in the 19* century.
It can be assumed, however, that it was also undertaken
in several other countries (e.g. Poland), and above all in
Italy (Avancini, 1925; Bodio, 1899; Stringer, 1912). Spode
(2009) even claims that it was Italy (and not France)
that was initially the most important centre of tourism
studies, after German-speaking countries.

4. THE FORMAL TOURISM STUDIES
PERIOD

Moving on to the formal tourism studies period, it should
be emphasised that they naturally developed in German-
speaking countries. The first publications on tourism,
written mainly from an economic and geographical
perspective’, on the hotel industry or tourism promo-
tion, appeared there at the beginning of the 20" century,
and some even earlier. The authors writing from an
economic perspective include Guyer-Freuler (1874, 1884,
1895,1905), Angerer (1881a, 1881b), Stradner (1890, 1905),
Brougier® (1902), Just (1907), Miiller (1908), Schuller-
Schrattenhofen® (1911), Zollinger (1916), Gliicksmann
(1917, 1935), Sputz (1919), Morgenroth (1927), Bormann
(1931), Krieger (1933) and Jaeger (1936). The authors of
geographically-based works include Griinthal (1934)
and Poser' (1939).

It is worth noting that in as early as 1884, and ten
years later in Graz, two important conferences were
held devoted to promoting tourism. In 1914, in Diissel-
dorf, the Hotel Industry School (Internationales Institut
fiir das Hotelbildungswesen) was founded, and trans-
formed in 1920 into a vocational school (Hochschule
fiir Hotel- und Verkehrswesen). Unfortunately, one year
later, it was closed down due to the economic crisis
(Geschichte der Tourismusforschung, 2020; Kozak, Kozak,
2016). A particularly noteworthy person at that time
was Gliicksmann (1929), who founded the Institute
of Tourism Studies at the Berlin Higher Commercial
School (Forschungsinstitut fiir den Fremdenverkehr der
Handelshochschule Berlin)" and started publishing prob-
ably the first academic journal dedicated to tourism
studies in the world, entitled “Archiv fiir den Frem-
denverkehr” (Haedrich, Kaspar, Klemm, Kreilkamp
1998; Spode 2009). In 1934, at the Vienna Economic
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University, the Institute of Tourism Studies (Institut
fiir Fremdenverkehrsforschung der Wirtschaftsuniversitit
Wien) was established. Symbolically, the first stage of
formal tourism studies in German can be added to the
institutional and academic achievements of the “Swiss
school” (Bernecker, Kaspar, Mazanec, 1984; Kozak,
Kozak, 2016; Spode, 2009), and especially the works
of Hunziker and Krapf (1941, 1942), whose theoretical
work is still the basis for many terminological analyses
in this field.

Summing up the heritage of tourism studies in the
German-speaking countries before World War 1, it
should be emphasized that to many researchers it had
become the main area of their academic interest (hence
their work has been classified as belonging to the formal
studies period). However, they mainly conducted their
research with reference to single disciplines (mostly
economics-based). An exception here is the activity of
Institutes of Tourism Studies in Berlin (Spode, 2009)
and in Vienna, which represented the interdisciplinary
approach. The innovative proposal by Hunziker, for-
mulated in the 1940s, who suggested recognizing tour
ism as a separate discipline, should also be mentioned.
Looking at the work of the German language school
(developing in Switzerland, Germany and Austria) from
a 21 century perspective, it is quite clear that it was the
predominant school until the 1960s”. In that decade, it
started to lose significance to the benefit of British and
American academics, who became increasingly intere-
sted in tourism issues.

Asregards tourism research in the first decades of the
20* century by French academics, it seems that the tran-
sition from the precursor stage to formal tourism
studies took place after the end of World War I
With reference to that period, the urban planning and
tourism study by Auscher and Rozet (1920), works by
Blanchard (1919), including the geographical-tourist
monograph on the Isére River and Grenoble region
(1925), and the economic-tourist study by Gide (1928,
after: Hsu, Gartner 2012), should be mentioned above
all. The growing interest in tourism studies was also
largely connected with the success of the International
Exhibition of Hydropower and Tourism (Exposition
internationale de la houille blanche et du tourisme) orga-
nized in Grenoble which drew the attention of public
authorities and business circles to the importance of
tourism for local and regional development (Jackow-
ski, Bilska-Wodecka, Sotjan, Liro, 2015). As a result, in
France, more and more publications started to appear
(initially mainly on geographers’ initiatives) where
tourism issues were discussed (Borrel, 1933; Chaix, 1932;
Miege, 1933). Except Grenoble, other centres where
tourism studies were conducted were the universities
in Toulouse, Bordeaux and Pau (Jackowski, Bilska-
Wodecka, Soljan, Liro, 2015).

The position on the predominant role of research-
ers from German-speaking (mostly economists) and
French-speaking (mostly geographers) countries at
the beginning of the formal tourism studies period is
confirmed by the authors of a collective work entitled
“The Sociology of Tourism. European Origins and De-
velopments”, edited by Dann and Liebman Parinel-
lo (2009), as well as work by Cohen (1984), Homberg
(1978) and Spode (2009). Their analyses indicate that
formal tourism studies, viewed from a broad socio-
logical perspective (single-discipline approach — social
sciences) started in the 1930s and were mainly under-
taken in German (Gliicksmann, 1935; Knebel, 1960; Wie-
se, 1930). From the 1950s, they were also developing in
French-speaking countries, leaving a rich theoretical
heritage in social studies®. It is also worth noting that
during the initial period of sociological and anthropol-
ogical research on a wide range of recreation issues
(especially in France, the Netherlands, Belgium, and
even the USA), leisure time and recreation occupied an
important position (Dumazedier, 1962; Hourdin, 1962),
with their specific conceptual apparatus and terminol-
ogy (Fr. temps libre, loisir, Eng. free-time, leisure, super-
fluity). These referred to the 19" century social theo-
ries of Marx, Engels and Weber, or to the principles of
protestant ethics emphasising the dichotomy of work
vs. free time (Dann, Liebman Parinello, 2009). Similar
tendencies were observed after 1945 in the USSR and
the communist bloc countries, but for purely ideological
reasons. In view of the above, it should be noted that in
some countries, formal tourism studies sensu stricto fol-
lowed leisure time studies into the framework of social
studies. It also seems that they did not start to domi-
nate over sociological work on leisure time and recrea-
tion until the 1960s-1970s, when they become the main
object of interest to social researchers (Lanfant, 1972).
This position is shared in practice by Podemski (2005)
who notices that the phenomenon of tourist travel was
observed on a larger scale by sociologists at the turn
of the 1950s and 1960s. It is noteworthy that the grow-
ing academic interest in tourism sensu stricto coincid-
ed with the dynamic development of such studies in
‘Anglo-Saxon’ countries (mainly in Great Britain and the
USA, later also in Australia and New Zealand) and
with the growing domination of English in the litera-
ture on the subject and academic life in general. It also
seems that in those countries, since the 1970s, it has been
possible to observe a gradual transition from a single
discipline to an interdisciplinary approach to tourism
studies, an important methodological breakthrough
(cf. Dann, Liebman Parinello, 2009).

Going back to early tourism studies in other Euro-
pean countries before World War II, they were rather
sporadic and carried out on a small scale. They did not
start until the 1930s (with few exceptions) and were
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conducted in just a few countries, mainly Italy which
has a long tradition, especially of the economic aspects
(Savelli 2009). Italy can boast an abundant literature
on the subject including (after: Hsu, Gartner, 2012) the
works of Belotti (1919), Niceforo (1923), Benini (1926),
Marriotti®® (1923, 1931, 1933), Tabacchi (1934), Pedrotto
(1939) and Troisi (1940a, 1940b). They are among major
works from this period written in a language other than
German and French.

Compared to the Italian output, the historical
achievements of the British school (currently the lead-
ing one) look modest but mention first of all should be
made of the macro-economic works by Ogilvy" (1933)
and Norval (1936). Britain is however where relatively
early historical publications on travel around the Euro-
pean continent (Bates, 1911) had appeared, particularly
those about the Grand Tour® (Mead 1914), or a much
later retrospective study on seaside spa resorts (Gilbert,
1939). This does not change the fact that British research-
ers only embarked on tourism studies on a large scale
much later. Kozak and Kozak (2016) even claim that it
did not take place until the early 1970s and was con-
nected with the transition of the British economy from
production to services. This opinion was also confirmed
by Vukoni¢ (2012) in his study devoted to the develop-
ment of tourism theory.

Apart from the countries mentioned above, tourism
studies in Europe (before 1939) were sporadically un-
dertaken in Scandinavia, Belgium and the Netherlands
(Ramarker, 1951), and probably in some other countries
as well, though on an incomparably smaller scale. In
fact, the publications listed in this paragraph should
be included in formal tourism studies although they
were written from the perspective of single disciplines,
mainly geography, economics or sociology. Many re-
searchers had already treated tourism as the main area
of their interest, perhaps with the exception of those
who conducted strictly historical research (Towner,
Wall, 1991).

As for interest in tourism studies outside Europe, the
United States of America should be mentioned first.
Interestingly, the scale and significance of research be-
fore the end of the 1930s were much smaller than in
the Old World. In the first decades of the 20" century,
publications presenting tourism issues appeared rela-
tively rarely but included, for instance, economic (or
geographical-economic) works by Brown (1935), Carlson
(1938) and Jones (1933), or planning-geographical works
by Joerg (1935), McMurry (1930), and Meinecke (1929).
Most of them were purely practical, which fitted well
into the pragmatic dimension of academic activity in
the USA, shown by the fact that already in the 1920s, the
University of Cornell (1922), and the College of Busi-
ness at the Michigan State University (1927) had open-
ed schools educating tourism workers (Kozak, Kozak,

2016). Kowalczyk (2001) indicates that in the 1930s, apart
from North America, tourism studies were also found
in Japan®, at least in a geographical respect.

5. THE ORIGINS OF TOURISM STUDIES
IN POLAND

The main reason for including a separate section devot-
ed to the academic and organizational achievements of
Polish researchers as regards the first phase of tourism
studies was the intention to present an ‘off-stream’ coun-
try, functioning in a given political, social and cultural
situation which was able to develop a model of tourism
studies. Its achievements in this respect have been quite
well described (at least in the Polish literature), thus there
is no need to quote them in detail at this point. How-
ever, it is worth noting the particular character of this
model, especially at the precursor period. It is certain
that it resulted from an exceptional political situation
(lack of statehood until 1918) which had an influence
on the direction of research and, as a consequence, on
the interests and academic evolution of those working
in the formal studies period. It should also be stres-
sed that Polish scholars working at that time on tour-
ism issues referred to works by German-speaking re-
searchers (especially within the Prussian sector), as well
as the achievements of the “French school”. In view of
this, it can be assumed that due to external conditions,
the specific “Polish model” was not closed and it crea-
tively supplemented other European work. However,
the most important purpose is to postulate the need to
study other “national models” of tourism studies and
the publication of their results internationally®. This
will make it possible to supplement our knowledge
about the origins of academic work in individual count-
ries whose achievements are a part of the global output.
Returning to the “Polish model”, it seems that, com-
pared to the accomplishments of the initial phase of
tourism studies in the leading countries, the successes
of Polish researchers from that period should be rated
relatively highly, both as regards research and didactic
activity. It should be stressed it acquired an institution-
alized form as a ‘Tourism School’ (Studium Turyzmu),
founded by Leszczycki and functioning from 1936 to
1939 at the Jagiellonian University in Krakéw where it
was one of the few institutions in Europe conducting
research and didactic work. However, it was not cre-
ated from scratch, as tourism studies had already had
some tradition in Poland. It also seems that the political
conditions and lack of statehood were the reasons why
in the precursor period (lasting until 1914), research fo-
cused mainly on discovering the relationships between
the homeland and its culture, traditions and religion.
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In this sense, they could be regarded as ethnographic-
chorographic studies, similar to contemporary cultural
tourism studies and, on a larger scale, to the humanist-
regional concepts of Vidal de la Blache. From this
period, a number of the most important names, such
as S. Staszic (1755-1826) — sometimes called the father
of Polish cultural tourism?, J.U. Niemcewicz (1758-
1841)* — a traveller and poet, W. Pol (1807-1872) — who
used Humboldt’s and Ritter’s approach in his studies,
O. Kolberg?® (1814-1890) and Z. Gloger* (1845-1910)
— ethnographers and folklorists, T. Chatubinski (1820-
1889) — a doctor and naturalist called the “discoverer”
of Zakopane, should be mentioned. From a little later,
the names of M. Zaruski (1867-1941) — a sailor, moun-
taineer and poet, a co-founder of the Tatra Voluntary
Rescue Team; A. Janowski® — the co-founder of the Po-
lish Society for Cultural Tourism; Mieczystaw Orlowicz
(1881-1959) — an outstanding cultural tourism specialist
and author of tourist guidebooks, or even M. Kartowicz
(1876-1910) — a composer, mountaineer and publicist,
should be recalled. At this point, several associations
helped to discover the homeland by, for example, or-
ganizing journeys: the Filomath Society and the Filaret
Association (1820-1823)%, the Tatra Society (founded in
1873), Warsaw Rowing Society (1878), Warsaw Cyclists’
Society (1884), Polish Cultural Tourism Society (1906),
the University Tourism Club (1906), the Carpathian
Association of Skiers (1907), or less known and founded
slightly later — the Podole Cultural Tourism Society
(1925) and Wotyn Cultural Tourism Society (1927).

The people mentioned above represented various
domains of social life, and only some of them were in-
volved directly in academic work. However, their out-
put was a good basis to begin regular tourism studies
during the interwar period, booming in the second
half of the 1930s when the Tourism School (Studium
Turyzmu) was founded in 1936 and continued its activity
until the outbreak of war. The history of the didactic
and research activity of this institution has been well
documented by many authors, mainly Jackowski (with
his co-workers), Leszczycki (1992), Tokarski (1992) and
Wyrzykowski (2014). A critical synthesis of their work
is a large work, contributed to by several academics
(Jackowski, Bilska-Wodecka, Sofjan, Liro, 2015) devot-
ed to the “Tourism School’, presenting its history and
achievements and comparing them to the accomplish-
ments of other countries. Regrettably, the mainstream
of those comparative discussions was limited to tourism
geography, and the heritage of other disciplines was
barely mentioned. In a sense, this article is an attempt
at least partly to fill this gap. The observation made by
the work’s writers may seem a little surprising. They
claim that “compared to the European countries and
the United States, typical tourism geography started
to develop in Poland relatively late, in fact after 1930”

(Jackowski, Bilska-Wodecka, Sotjan, Liro, 2015, p. 26).
It can be agreed that this claim is justified with re-
gard to the achievements of German and French geog-
raphers. On the other hand, Polish work seems quite
successful, both in its academic-cognitive and didac-
tic aspects, mainly due to the activity of the “Tourism
School’. The writers confirm this in another part of this
publication (Jackowski, Bilska-Wodecka, Soljan, Liro,
2015, p. 13):

The Tourism School — established in 1936 as a part of
the Geographical Institute at the Jagiellonian University,
was unique on an international scale. It played a signif-
icant role in the development of Polish and world tour-
ism geography, as well as spatial and regional planning,
connected with tourist activity and the preparation of
future tourism sector workers in Poland.

6. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

To sum up the origins of tourism studies present-
ed in this article, several general conclusions may be
formulated, and also presented in the form of theses.

They should undergo critical analysis or perhaps even

become an inspiration for further research regarding

the evolution of academic work on tourism, especially
in areas not mentioned here.

1. In view of the achievements of various academic
schools and traditions, it seems unquestionable that
tourism studies started to develop on a larger scale at
the turn of the 20™ century on the European continent,
mainly in Germany, Austria and Switzerland, as well
as in France and Italy. It was due to the dynamic
tourism development in specific, though relatively
small, geographical areas belonging to these coun-
tries (the Alps, coasts, historical cities), which had
certain economic, spatial-environmental and social
consequences. The changes first drew the attention
of economists and geographers, followed by sociol-
ogists, making tourism a new object of research in
these disciplines. Tourism studies in their first phase
were of purely practical nature, which may explain
the considerable “delay” in their undertaking by
British and American researchers. Great Britain and
the USA were countries which, above all, generated
tourism, but to a much smaller extent, receiving it,
along with all its economic, environmental or social
consequences.

2. Apart from the real-life factors mentioned in conclu-
sion 1, the development of tourism studies initiated in
the German-speaking area and in France was also trig-
gered by the solid theoretical-methodological foun-
dations in which the first work was undertaken.
Special attention should be paid to the work of the
19* century German school of anthropogeography
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(Anthropogeographie) and the French tradition of

geographical regional studies, conducted from the

humanist perspective (géographie humaine). An equal-
ly important role in the early days was played by
the rich heritage of both countries as regards wide-
ranging social thought and theory. Taking this into
consideration, it can be assumed that the researchers
undertaking the first studies on tourism, including
those from outside France and German-speaking
countries, naturally borrowed from their rich work.

. Retrospective analysis of the development of tourism
studies, conducted from the broadest perspective pos-
sible, going beyond one country, one language area
or one academic tradition, has made it possible to dis-
tinguish three basic phases, partly overlapping in the
temporal sense, showing distinctive methodological-
organizational features:

— the precursor period — historically the earliest
— when tourism researchers, not yet equipped with
any specific methodological instruments, or any
adequate theoretical foundations for a new area
of study, were forced to rely on the work of other,
more advanced disciplines. Tourism researchers
were originally involved in those disciplines and
fully identified themselves with them while study-
ing tourism. Practically, it meant that tourism studies
were conducted within research paradigms ruling
individual disciplines;

— the formal tourism studies period — characterized
by the single-discipline approach —is chronological-
ly the second stage in the development of academic
work on tourism, and also follows methodological-
theoretical advancement. During this period, tour-
ism acquired the status of a specific research area,
explored from the point of view of various disci-
plines, using their theoretical work and methodo-
logical instruments adjusted to the character of the
object of study. Simplifying, it can be assumed that
the distinctive feature of this period and its peak
phase is the evolution of several sub-disciplines,
such as tourism geography, tourism economics,
tourism sociology, etc. It is worth noting, however,
that research in this phase, despite considerable
methodological advancement, was still based on
the paradigms ruling individual disciplines;

— the formal tourism studies period characterized by
an interdisciplinary approach is one of the most
advanced phases of tourism studies, with regard
to theory and methodology. Its most distinctive
feature is putting emphasis on the interdisciplin-
ary synthesis of the results of research conducted
from the perspective of individual disciplines. This
synthesis is the most important added value and
determines the theoretical development. It is, at the
same time, a kind of breakthrough which involves

researchers breaking away from the institutional
and methodological roots of the disciplines they
derive from. In view of this, granting tourism the
status of a specific study area or regarding it as an
independent discipline seems to be of secondary
importance and this has been the subject of heat-
ed discussions in the last three decades (Butowski,
2011; Leiper, 2000; Tribe, 2000).

4. When comparing the origins of academic work on

tourism in individual countries, it can be noticed that
in some of them formal tourism studies developed
using the achievements of the precursor period. This
particularly concerns continental Europe (Germa-
ny, Austria, France, Italy, Poland). In the countries
where the precursor period had not occurred to this
extent (English language area, mainly Great Britain
and the USA), tourism studies started to develop
practically from scratch. This does not change the
fact that researchers dealing with tourism in these
countries borrowed heavily from theoretical work
in other disciplines (economics, sociology, anthro-
pology, geography, and later also management and
marketing sciences).

5. As a result, formal tourism studies have included

single-discipline studies (or a group of related dis-
ciplines) and interdisciplinary studies. It seems that
the single-discipline approach is more common in
countries which have gone through the precursor pe-
riod, characterised by researchers’ strong attachment
to their parent disciplines (e.g. in Poland). In the
areas where English is spoken (the language that
has dominated the international academic debate
over tourism), the interdisciplinary approach is much
more common. It is particularly visible among re-
searchers who gained their academic degrees on stri-
ctly tourism-related research.

6. Assuming that the conclusions formulated earlier are

true, the well-known and often quoted model of tour-
ism evolution, proposed by Jafari (1989, 2001), can
be critically referred to, the so-called knowledge-
based platform. He distinguished several subsequent
phases (referred to as platforms), describing tourism
development in individual periods. The knowledge-
based platform which is a phase during whose main
task was to understand tourism as a complex phe-
nomenon in the contemporary world, with the help
of the research instruments offered by modern dis-
ciplines, was one of these. It was positioned as the
fourth, chronologically, and its development period
was established as the 1990s¥. Considering the facts
presented in this article, the last decade of the 20" cen-
tury, indicated by Jafari as the one in which the need
for academic recognition was most important, seems
too late. This was probably due to Jafari’s excessively
anglocentric view of global work on tourism, down-
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playing the heritage of continental Europe. This as-
sumption seems to be confirmed by the fact that re-
gardless of the period in which we place the dynamic
development of tourism studies — the 1960s (Butler,
2015) or 1990s, (Jafari, 1989, 2001; Kozak, Kozak, 2016),
to some extent it corresponds to the development of
the interdisciplinary approach (more or less the 1970s
and 1980s) which was primarily the domain of the
Anglo-American school.

. If we want to reconstruct the origins of tourism studies
as fully as possible, it is necessary to consider achieve-
ments in the countries outside the main academic
schools and traditions, or language zones, such as
Germany, Austria, Switzerland, France, and later also
Great Britain, the USA, Australia and New Zealand.
These achievements were often a valuable supple-
ment to mainstream work. Regrettably, they remain
nearly completely unknown internationally. A good
example is Poland, where regular and well institu-
tionalized tourism studies had been conducted since
the 1930s and researchers had been taking advantage
of the achievements of the precursor period since at
least mid-19™ century. It can be assumed that similar
situations might have taken place in other European
countries too, often characterized by different his-
torical, political, social, economic or environmental
conditions which certainly had an influence on the de-
velopment of tourism studies. Unfortunately, knowl-
edge about tourism research usually remains ‘closed’
within these countries (and their language traditions)
and is rarely presented outside, especially in the
English-language mainstream literature. This situ-
ation certainly contributes to solidifying incomplete,
thus somewhat mistaken opinions about the origins
of tourism studies, especially among the younger
generation of English-speaking researchers, but
which at least some of them are aware (Butler, 2015;
Dann, Liebman Parinello, 2009).

. In view of conclusion 7, it seems that research on the
origins of tourism studies undertaken in various coun-
tries should be continued and the results should be
presented internationally, in languages understood
by a wider audience. This would fill in the existing
cognitive gap and make it possible to better under-
stand the development of academic work on tourism
on a global scale, including the achievements of local
schools and traditions. Even though this is exactly the
aim of this article, its author is aware that the scope
of the analysis is insufficient by far (if only because of
linguistic limitations) and it should definitely be en-
larged by the accomplishments of other countries,
outside areas where English, French, German and
Polish are spoken, the particular areas which were
the main source of information necessary to write
this article.

9. The author hopes that the challenges suggested above
will be faced. It might even take the form of polemics
(which is equally valuable), perhaps questioning to
some extent the findings and theses presented in this
work. They certainly carry the imprint of subjectiv-
ism (sometimes unintentional) whose aim was to
draw the reader’s attention to the incomplete thus
distorted knowledge about the contribution of smaller
countries and research centres on tourism studies.

ENDNOTES

! The article is a part of a monograph entitled Methodology
of tourism studies: ontological and epistemological rudiments, and
historical-institutional development, submitted by the author for
printing at the Polish Economic Publishing House.

2 Their achievements at individual stages of research were
often presented in special publications, e.g. Podstawy geografii
turyzmu (Warszynska, Jackowski, 1978), Fondements pour une
géographie du tourisme et des loisirs (Cazes, 1992), The Sociology of
tourism: Theoretical and empirical investigations (Apostolopoulos,
Leivadi, Yiannakis, 1996), Geografia turyzmu (Kowalczyk, 2001),
Socjologia podrézy (Podemski, 2005), Geographie der Freizeit und
des Tourismus (Becker, Hopfinger, Steinecke, 2007), The study of
tourism: Anthropological and sociological beginnings (Nash, 2006),
Ekonomika turystyki (Panasiuk, 2008), The study of tourism — foun-
dations from psychology (Pearce, 2011), The discovery of tourism
economics (Dwyer, 2011), Geography of tourism (Mason, 2017),
Géographie du tourisme et des loisirs (Duhamel, 2018).

3 It should be remembered, however, that including post-
disciplinary studies into interdisciplinary research results in
a logical mistake: interdisciplinarity assumes the existence of dis-
ciplines by definition, while post-disciplinarity means rejecting
them (Szczepanski, 2013).

4 The methodological aspect of tourism studies development
in 1945-2000, especially with reference to tourism activity, has
been presented in the Polish literature by, e.g., Alejziak (2018).

5 This statement seems valid, most of all as regards French and
Polish researchers. In German-speaking countries, the predomi-
nant role was played by economists.

¢ The term was also adopted in English as tourism industry or
hospitality industries. In Polish, it functions only as a loan trans-
lation (przemyst turystyczny), pushing out gospodarka turystyczna
(tourism economics) which is closer to the original.

7 Kozak and Kozak (2016) claim that at their early stage, formal
tourism studies were dominated by economic research, due to
the economic needs of the countries recovering after World War 1.

8 In 1902, Munich, he gave a lecture entitled The influence of
tourism on the development of Bavaria (Spode, 2009).

° Treating tourism (Ger. Fremdenverkehr) very broadly — as
a sum of all economic activities involving travel.

10 Apart from the quoted authors, Vukoni¢ (2012) mentions
other names of German speaking researchers, who undertook
tourism themes at that time, e.g. F. Bartsch, P. Mechter from
Austria, as well as L. Woerl, F.M. Buschel, G. Strohmefeld,
O. Kamp, K. Kéhne, M. Krauss, F. Oppenheimer, M. Klafkowski.
K. Thiess, R. Bodo, K. Brenner, D. Tremohlen, E. Dietl, W. Mahle-
berg, E. Sutter, A. Rockstrob or F. Drosihn from Germany.

' The Institute existed until 1935 (according to other sources
—1934), when it was closed down due to the economic crisis. It
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was also significant that the founder, R. Gliicksmann was of
Jewish origin (Spode, 2009).

121n 1941, also in Bern, Forschungsinstitut fiir Fremdenverkehr
(Institute of Tourism Studies) was founded.

13 Many important theoretical tourism studies, authored by
German-speaking researchers, were created in the 1950s. They
include macro- and micro-economic works by Thoms (1952),
Krapf (1953), Joschke (1953), Bernecker (1956), Walterspiel (1956a,
1956b, 1956¢) or Hunziker (1959).

14 However, many earlier works by Blanchard (1911, 1914) can
be qualified as formal tourism studies.

15 At the same time, it is worth noting that other authors who,
in a sense, can be regarded as precursors of social studies regard-
ing leisure time and tourism, include Veblen (1899) with his
famous work The theory of the leisure class, Lévi-Strauss (1955)
with his equally renowned piece, entitled The sadness of the trop-
ics (Fr. Tristes tropiques), as well as Simml (1908) with the figure
of “a stranger” created by him (Ger. der Fremde). Paradoxically,
the authors of the first two texts were very critical about leisure
time activities (Veblen) and travel (Lévi-Strauss). None of the
three researchers treated tourism (recreation, travel) as the main
object of academic interest; it was used rather to describe the
society from specific research perspectives. The works created by
these researchers were definitely an inspiration for others, who
undertook the subject of tourism sensu stricto.

16 In as early as 1925, at the University of Rome, he gave lectures
dedicated to economic aspects of tourism (Medlik, 1965).

7 They concerned, among other things, economic aspects of
tourism as invisible export. According to Vukonic (2012), an
inspiration for Ogilvie was the work by Mun (1664).

18 One of the first works on Grand Tour was Dialogues on the
use of foreign travel. Considered as a part of an English gentleman’s
education, between Lord Shaftesbury and Mr. Locke by Hurd (1764).

¥The author does not quote specific sources.

20 Regrettably, the majority of publications in English, the
output of the non-mainstream countries is virtually disregarded
(cf. Kozak, Kozak, 2016). This probably results from the insuf-
ficient knowledge of their authors, at least as regards the devel-
opment of tourism studies in countries such as Poland, former
Yugoslavia or former Czechoslovakia. An exception could be the
collective work written by authors from many countries, under
the editorship of Dann and Liebman Parrinello (2009).

2 The author of O ziemiorédztwie Karpatéw i innych gor i rownin
Polski (Staszic, 1815).

22 The author of Podréze historyczne po ziemiach polskich miedzy
rokiem 1811 a 1828 rokiem odbytych (Niemcewicz, 1858), published
many years after his death.

2The author of a monumental work entitled Lud. Jego zwyczaje,
sposéb zycia, mowa, podania, przystowia, obrzedy, gusta, zabawy, piesni,
muzyka i tarice, published from 1858 (see: Kolberg, 1857-1890).
Before the author’s death, 33 volumes had been published, ten
of which were included in the Ethnographic pictures series.

2¢ The main author of Encyklopedia staropolska ilustrowana, pub-
lished in four volumes, in 1900-1903 (see Gloger, 1900-1903)

25 The author of Wycieczki po kraju — a four-volume work, pub-
lished in 1900-1903 (Janowski, 1900-1903)

26 The trend to travel and discover one’s own or foreign coun-
tries was characteristic of the Romanticism period all over Europe.
The journeys were even called les voyages touristiques, and the most
famous travellers from that period, mentioned by Vukonic (2012)
include J.W. Goethe, F.R. Chateaubriand, Ch. Nodier, Stendhal,
G.G. Byron, G. Sand, H. Heine, A. Dumas or A. de Musset.
Unfortunately, he forgot to mention F. Chopin or A. Mickiewicz.

27 A different opinion is represented by Butler (2015), who re-
ferred to the 1960s as a period od a dynamic development of
tourism studies, at least in Northern America.
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