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PATRIMONY, SUSTAINABILITY AND
DEVELOPMENT RECONSIDERED: A CRITICAL
REVIEW
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Development and sustainability are terms under a hot debate in anthropology
academy today and for a long time more. For one hand, the anthropology for
development will argue that societies are located in a continuum in search for
rationalization and social evolution; for the other hand, neo-Marxist
anthropologists (known as well as anthropology of development) will emphasize
the idea that some countries monopolize a major grade of capital with the aim to
dominate politically to others weaker counties. By utilizing the ideology in
educating undeveloped countries for an efficient economic resources
administration, First World deploys a combination of financial assistance and
ideological discourses enrooted in the paradigm of development, heritage,
cultural tourism and sustainability to keep the control in a changing world.
Likewise, the development not only is a troublesome concept -in part very difficult
to grasp- but also comprises a mechanism to create a bridge between material
exploitation and human’s necessities. The present paper insists in the importance
of development critical in these types of issues.
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INTRODUCTION

Popular wisdom valorizes the patrimony as one of factors that help
alleviating poverty and protecting the environment in developing
countries. It is important to note that Ecological economics published in
Europe by Martinez Alier was of course the pioneer work in these types
of issues. Taking its cue from Polanyi, Kapp and Roegen, Martinez Alier
traces the history of ecological publications since 1880 to 1950 (Alier,
1987). The protection and sustainability have been expanded to the four
corners of globe in last years. For further understanding, let clarify
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readers that between 1975 and 1985 two well-known senior researchers
introduce patrimony as a neologism in the study of tourism. J. Heytens, in
1978, argued that tourist patrimony should be the essence for the
development of tourist resources in order for residents to enhance local
destinations. Shaped by a broader articulation of human and material
resources, the patrimony roomed in the specialized literature to the
development of other no lesser polemic term, Tourist Capital (Heytens,
1978:115). A couple of years later, to be exact in 1982, P. Gray contended
that tourist patrimony was a pre-condition for the enhancement of tourism
in zones with needs of betterness (Gray, 1982: 32).

In tourism and hospitality fields the concept of patrimony has been
currently developed accompanied of other two terms: development and
sustainability (Goodwin, 2002). Now, even if countless studies devoted
considerable attention in sustainability in the process of touristification
(Boullon, 1985; Vitry, 2003; Silva Santo, 2003; Schluter, 2008) (Nadeau
et al, 2008; Alvarez and Korzay, 2008; Franch et al, 2008; Dwyer, 2008;
Dos Santos and Antonini Oliveira, 2004; Blake et al, 2008; Altman and
Finlayson, 2003; Santana Talavera, 2006; Moscardo, 2007; Sdrali and
Chazapi, 2007; Blake et at, 2008; Gronau and Kaufman, 2009; Pearce,
2008; Alves and Hilal, 2009; Singal and Uysal, 2009; Bagri, Gupta and
Babu, 2009; Lade, 2010; Lacher and Nepal, 2010), less attention was
given to the influence exerted by colonialism in the configuration of idea
of protection. Our thesis is colonialism that characterized the European
expansion thru XIXth century paved the pathways in conjunction with
academic disciplines such as philosophy, ethnology and anthropology to
create a pervasive image of colonized folks. For one hand, concerns
related to disappearance of non-western cultures have been contrasted
with a sentiment of paternalism enrooted in a much broader sentiment of
superiority based in civilization and rationality. Similar thoughts endured
the passing of years. Concepts as patrimony, development, heritage and
sustainability seem to be more than forms of alienation, they play a
pivotal role not only to drawing the boundaries between self-hood and
otherness but also by perpetuating the spirit of colonialism.

DEVELOPMENT AND HEGEMONY

The problems of patrimony and development have been broadly
examined by many studies in tourism fields. For instance, G. Moscardo
explains that numerous evaluations have stressed out the negative
consequences of development in tourism considering the following fourth
aspects: a) modest or no profitability of residents (Kiss, 2004), b) negative
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impacts on culture (Forstner, 2004), c) Real-Estate speculation that leads
resident to an inaccessibility to lands (Vail and Hultkrantz, 2000) and d)
damage to natural heritage and patrimony (Briassoulis, 2002). In addition,
M. Nihalani certainly argues that development based on the paradigm of
sustainability seems to be fruitful for involving community because it
revitalizes the renewable and non-renewable resources to enlarge the
threshold of economic benefits and reducing costs (Mihalani, 2008).
Gronau and Kaufmann repeatedly discussed to what extent the tourism
industry can be considered a sustainable activity instead of sustainable
development. These scholars consider that earlier paradigm predicting
how more sustainable tourism evolves, seems to be at least debatable.
The process of globalization where dissimilar markets are rushed to
compete in unequal conditions should be other premise that proponents of
sustainability and development have very tough to explain. The
overdependence of destinations as well as the hegemony of few tourist
wholesalers in the market places the question of development and
sustainability in serious problems (Gronau and Kaufmann, 2009). As this
argument given, Moscardo realizes it is strongly necessary to have a
sufficient understanding about the effects of development in communities
(Moscardo, 2007). Nonetheless, the whole of these studies do not follow
the historiography and evolution of development in the threshold of time.
Afterwards Truman discourse in 1949 two antagonist waves surfaced by
discussing about potentialities of development in underdeveloped
societies in social Science and even in Anthropology.

Anthropology and Ethnology have been in a quandary very hard to
resolve. For one hand, some anthropologists contended that technological
facets of societies follow a linear evolution wherein communities pass to
next phase of industrialization only adapting the basic assumptions of
neo-liberal economy. The exchange of thoughts and knowledge would
promote development and of course improve the condition of life of lay-
people. Rather, other scholars convincingly warned there are societies
with greater and lesser degree of capital. Those countries characterized by
a high concentration of capital are aimed at dominating other weaker
countries (to sustain their own survival) by means of financial control of
loans that encourages the neo-liberalism (Escobar, 1995; Escobar, 1997,
Grillo, 1985; Hobart, 1993; Viola, 2000; Esteva, 2000; Isla, 2005; Zamora
and Garcia, 2008). Assumptions of this nature still are being discussed
critically in anthropological literature over 40 years. One of the
characteristics of ideology is not related in such to false consciousness or
the dissemination of certain message, but in the scripted discourse which
creates a situation of continuous necessity. Following this wave, the needs
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of being a developed country are not only an illusion but also the platform
to soliciting loans in international organism as IMF (Rist, 1996).

The higher rates under peripheral countries should be subject at time
of soliciting a financial aid as well as the lack of control of international
banking system in the loans play a pivotal role to create a linkage of
dependence between developed and developing or undeveloped countries.
The ongoing indebtedness in combination with lack of control by
International Financial Organisms contributes to solidify the previous
economic imbalances that ushered solicitants to their current conditions.
Whenever a program of development or sustainability has not success
enough, the involving experts reply this happens because non-developed
countries have social pathologies associated to political instability,
cultural corruption and lack of rational though to administrate their own
resources. A discourse of this caliber seems to be nourished highlighting
all cultural deficiencies of solicitant country as a prerequisite to justify the
complete failure of applied program (Cardelli and Rosenfeld, 1998).
Many other scholars like Schnapper denounces this moot point are of
course triggered by the doctrine of rationalization which highlight the
process of development should be based on an efficient administration of
resources. The exacerbation of rationalization and efficiency in
administrative issues is often associated to the needs for centralizing a
considerable degree of material resources at the time others less important
may be privatized. Nonetheless, one of the points the anthropology for
development is unable to explain is why in spite of the more and more
money invested, countries in Third World are worse.

For European and American ethnocentrism, “Being developed seems
not to be criteria enough to be in better conditions”, a country should
deserve to be developed (Schnapper, 1988). Similarly, Corbalan (2004)
brings into question how United States duplicated between 1980 and 1990
the financial assistance to Latin America and Africa without any type of
control. That way, United States not only changed the ideology of
conquest but also replaced the old discourse of race and evolution by
other newer intended to emphasize on governability. The concept of
governability plays similar hegemonic role than rationality in former
century. The thesis here is who manages the interest rates of loans can
surely control the world. This begs a more than interesting question which
is the role played by tourism in this process?
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TOURISM: A WAY OF DEVELOPMENT OR A MECHANISM OF
ALIENATION

As previously explained, Caton and Almeida Santos showed that
modern tourist’s experiences are in-depth embedded in certain depictions
which are of course created during the colonialism. The image of third
world as pristine, savage, fascinating but dangerous determine the
presence of discursive strategies related to the exoticization of hosts that
were found to be so prevalent in qualitative-related assessments of
pictures took by visitors at destination. Triggered by racial and cultural
constructions, students represent to “the other” following a specific binary
combination associated with: traditional/modern, subject/object,
master/servant, center/periphery and devious/lazy (Caton and Almeida
Santos, 2008: 23). After all, this work evidenced how the old stereotypes
coined in XIXth not only have been lasted in the threshold of time but
also reinforced the logic of hegemony between center and periphery.

These last remarks lead us to a classical work authored by Turner and
Ash who found that tourism very well replicates and of course continues
the ideology of slavery and imperialism. The continuous concentration of
capital in few hands rushes implicitly people traveling towards scarcely
populated areas with the end of satisfying all their repressed necessities.
Basically, tourist consumption not only allows “golden hordes” to
consume all available resources at destinations but predispose peripheral
societies into a vicious circle enrooted into poverty (Turner and Ash,
1975). Following this, R. Bianchi warns about the current tendency to
envisage the cultural practice of tourism as a place wherein individuals
create their own identities prioritizing a false hope of independence and
self-actualization facilitated thanks to tourism consumption. This utopia
determines a freedom to consume and of course the odds to be consumed;
anyway, this freedom entails a cost. What neoliberal theories do not
explicitly admit is whenever one group gains a huge profitability other is
substantially deprived (Bianchi, 2009).

Up to day, scholars have agreed tourism plays a pervasive role in the
revitalization of local resources. Like nationalism, tourism exploits
commercially the heritage in order for residents to experience a pride for
their local and national customs. The exclusiveness of the commercialized
relic and staged authenticity boosts a sentiment of belonging. However,
negative effects emerged associated to the speculation of lands and real
estate, inflations, conflicts between hosts and guest and rise local
resentment against tourists (Kala, 2008: 66). Certainly, E. De Kadt
considered that not always development leads hosts to improve the life of
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their communities. In accordance partially to Marxian scholars, De Kadt
(1992) was convinced that countries where colonialism had a strong
presence show less chances to achieve a real economic liberty than others
where colonialism had been absent. To cut the long story short, one of
problems of this critical perspective, it is hitherto has not be continued by
other scholars. Tourism academy seems to remain reluctant to accept the
current problems of sustainability and development’s theories and their
detractors have not drawn the sufficient attention from other
academicians.

THE TROUBLING CONCEPT OF PATRIMONY

The relationship between patrimony, sustainability and development
have been a wide-spread paradigms present in the whole part of
specialized literature. Like anthropology many years back, in tourism and
hospitality fields the scholarship currently deems that patrimony can be
comprehended as an effective measure to save the resources of a
community which are in danger. Ethimologically, the term patrimony
derives from the Latin Patrimonium which signifies what one might be
inherited by lineage of father. This word was originally applied on
disputes related to heritage and rights of offspring in receiving goods and
households from father or grand-father. Let us reminds readers that
economy and hierarchal administration in Ancient Rome follows a model
based on the patriarchal archetype (Lima-Paul, 2003) wherein term
patrimony was not linked to the protection, at least in a direct way.

The unfettered expansion of Roman Empire promptly disseminated
throughout the known world as well as the smuggling of statues and other
relics. The collection of pieces innate to other lands was being intensified
meanwhile Rome expanded its own hegemony. After all, in II century
(B.C) craftsmen ceased to create handicrafts because they were imported
from Eastern cities. For example, the Conquest of minor Asia contributed
with golden and silver pieces for an amount of 18 millions of denarius
(Robert, 1992:246). To the best of our knowledge, through the regency of
Constantine (312 DC), the jurisprudence began to ban expressly the mass-
commercialization of master-pieces (Gonzaléz-Varas, 2003:45-65;
Ballart-Hernandez, 2001:80). For other hand, the Renascence will play a
crucial role in the onset of the current meaning of patrimony and
European ethnocentrism (Burckhardt, 1985: 149-159). Renaissance
seemed to be the prerequisite for the Grand-Tour surfacing during XVII
and XVIII respectively (Enlightment); associated to a hierarchal order
that emulated the hegemony of an feudal aristocracy the Grand Tour as
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well as painting or architecture represented the power of nobility over the
rest of peasants and of course the rights of lords to possess such territories
(Sigaux, 1965: 27; Khatchikian, 2000: 70) (De la Torre, 1980: 13). With
the advent of tourism as a mass-activity, the patrimony has been recycled
in its original sense according to the social scaffolding of our societies
and ephemeral ways of production.

CONCLUSION

In current specialized literature one might speculate that patrimony is
associated to other new neologism as sustainability. The latter term has
been coined as a result of the ecological aftermaths of late-capitalism in
earth and non-renewable resources (Vitry, 2003; Aguirre, 2004; Dos-
Santos and Antonini, 2004; Mondino, 2004; Espeitx, 2004; Toselli, 2006;
NanThakumar et al, 2008; Gronau and Kaufmann, 2009). In addition,
some scholars emphasize on the paramount importance of culture in the
process of heritage’s preservation to the extent to suggest the concept of
sustainability revitalizes the natural assets of landscapes threatened by the
advance of capitalism. Starting from the premise that tourism helps hosts
appreciating their own patrimony, this industry paves the pathways
towards a much broader understanding of what does heritage and
sustainability mean (Esposito and Calvezani, 2006)

Basically, expansion of US hegemony in the world has been
accompanied with the promise of development as a cure for all problems
of Third World. The tergiversation of some words played a pivotal role in
this process. This happened for example with patrimony and heritage, two
concepts originally created in Ancient times and finally developed by
anthropology amidst of XXth century. What surely proponents of theory
of development have not taken in consideration are the following points:
a) the needs of a territories wherein converges ethnicity and blood-hood,
both preconditions for the advent of Nation-States and consequent
colonialism in XIXth, b) after the process of decolonialism (from 1960 to
1970) many peripheral countries were of course bereft in a difficult
economic situation, ¢) notion of development has been expanded to the
world by scholars and experts as a cynic solution of problems peripheral
countries come across with, d) an uncontrolled issuance of loans of IMF
and other financial institutions not only did not improve the poverty in
periphery but also created a stronger dependence.  The highest
accumulated rates of loans generated a vicious circle where developing
countries ended to soliciting new credits to pay the rate of older ones.
Ultimately, the tourism echoed of this discourse emphasizing the needs of
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pour countries for implementing a process of touristification to better their
economies. Of course, whenever criticisms of development pointed out on
inefficacy of theory of development to improve the conditions of non-
western civilizations, some anthropologists and scholars replied that
failures in the financial aids have been a consequence of structural and
cultural glitches such as politic insestability, politic corruption and
cultural backwardness.

The existent cultural typology of heritage allows residents
revitalizing the expectances of visitors who are anxious to meet with
aborigines and know further about their habits. In fact, tourists seek the
authenticity they suppose not to find in their homelands. A speech of this
nature points out that sustainable tourism is feasible whether every part
accepts their liabilities and honor the participations of other by means of
appropriate plans for development (Silva-Santos, 2003). This shows as if
terms as patrimony, cultural heritage, development and sustainability are
inextricably intertwined for politic purposes. Under such a context, one
might realize that the lack or paucity of critical studies along with the
macro-sociological role of development and patrimony in creating
material dependence (hegemony) between North and South should be one
of the priorities of scholars in next years.
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