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Summary of the theoretical research agenda 
This work focuses on ecotourism in Kyrgyzstan; glocal ecotourism serves as the 

paper’s theoretical and empirical anchor. A “world society” perspective is utilized in 

conjunction with a development perspective to analyze how ecotourism forms a 

specifically new glocal social space. Viewing ecotourism as a unique glocal site will 

enrich the discussion of how the growing power of organizations operates in the 

“world society” and in its local capacities. 

World society theory (Boli & Thomas, 1997; John W Meyer, 1999; John W. 

Meyer, Boli, Thomas, & Ramirez, 1997) posit the existence of a world culture, or the 

sum of global norms, discourses and motives. World society theory speaks of a 

transformation of norms within a joint global society having transparent borders, 

high fluidity and an exchange of global culture among different social actors. World 

society theory allows for the significant agency of organizations, in the context of the 

decline of the nation state. 

The social space that lies between the global and the local—glocal space—is  

important for understanding and framing of ecotourism in Kyrgyzstan within a 

broader theoretical background. Glocalization, or the interaction of the global and 

the local, lays claim to a new  social site, the in-between space (Robertson & 

Khondker, 1998). More than simply bridging the global and local, the glocal is a site 

for new social interactions and creativity. As such, the new ecotourism phenomenon 

in Kyrgyzstan poses a special interest for research. 
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Ecotourism is widely seen as a development tool, sometimes even as an 

epitome of the "holy grail" of development -- “sustainable development”. The 

subject of ecotourism brings together the ideas of development and conservation, 

concepts traditionally seen as being at odds with each other. It also constructs 

conceptual ties with post-development movements’ emphasis  on the autonomy of 

the community (Butcher, 2007). Butcher discusses the contentious issues 

surrounding the implementation of Western systems of knowledge in lieu of 

indigenous systems of knowledge, broaching the concept of generating knowledge 

from inside. In ecotourism, however, a contradiction seems to exist between, on the 

one hand, ecotourism’s stated endorsement of local empowerment and a respect 

for local culture, and on the other hand, the actual activity of ecotourism, which has 

generally involved the assistance of INGOs and the introduction of imported 

knowledge and practices. This tension can be resolved by utilizing world society 

theory. 

Viewing borders as transference, knowledge as fluid and many-sided, world 

society theory is able to resolve the seemingly inherent tension between the global 

and the local that Butcher (2007) had identified in ecotourism. World society theory 

enriches the discourse on the mobility of cross-border knowledge by introducing the 

terminology of global governmentality (Avant, Finnemore, & Sell, 2010; Drori, 2006; 

Ottaway, 2001; Sharma & Gupta, 2006; Willetts, 2013), as well as by allowing 

organizations a central place in the emerging world order. 

Against this empirical and conceptual background, I raise the following 

questions: Does ecotourism in Kyrgyzstan serve as a meeting ground for the local 

and the global? And if so, what forms does this new middle-ground assume? What 

role does ecotourism play in the position of Kyrgyzstan as a player newly entering 

the global arena? 

I believe that international NGOs play a significant role in Kyrgyzstan, 

reshaping knowledge and patterns of thinking to the Kyrgyzs who “do ecotourism” in 

the country. The growing impact of international and local organizations is likely to 

affect the governmentality process in Kyrgyzstan as it does elsewhere around the 

world. It may generate a new spatial understanding about the position of Kyrgyzstan 
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relative to the region and the globe. To sum up, it seems that ecotourism in 

Kyrgyzstan is activating a new social space. It manifests a specific case of diminishing 

national borders and the entrenchment of new glocal structures: this is the crux of 

the matter. 

 

Summary of results and achievements 

In September 2013 a field trip to Kyrgyzstan was made to conduct interviews. The 

Kyrgyz Community Base Tourism Association (hereafter KCBTA) constructs the core 

of the case on hand, yet it is mainly studied in this work by analyzing its reports. 

Therefore this visit was mainly dedicated to the understanding of the surrounding 

circle of social actors and organizations operating in conjunction with KCBTA in the 

field of ecotourism in Kyrgyzstan. Few interviewees were approached in advance, 

while others were reached by a snowball sampling method, in which one 

interviewee refers to the following. In total, eleven interviews were conducted with 

key players from KCBTA, The State Department of Tourism, UNDP, several tourist 

associations and with local experts. Additionally, a number of informal conversations 

with local experts were made. 

The preliminary analyze of the interviews presents a complex matrix that 

operates both on national and global scale, that's involved the private sector, the 

third sector and the government. Since independence in 1991, the state has invested 

very little in the development of tourism, and the Department of Tourism was under 

a constant structural change that reduce its ability to make a strong impact. Under 

those circumstances, The field of ecotourism was first developed by NGOs, later to 

be followed by the private sector which became engaged as the field grow bigger. 

The model of corporatism inside the framework of the nation state comes to mind, 

but with a weak government and a vast network of NGOs. An added layer was 

discussed in some of the interviews, revealing the involvement of global agents, such 

as UNDP that can be associated with global governmentality (alongside the World 

Bank, the World Health Organization and others), state agencies with global 

orientation such as the Deutsche Gesellschaft für Internationale Zusammenarbeit 

(GIZ) and International NGOs. Relying on Ottaway (2001), this can be conceptualized 



 

4 
 

as global corporatism, a term refereing to the collaboration between international 

organizations, nongovernmental organization networks and transnational business. 

Placing the two levels of corporatism on top of the other and the 

examination of the Kyrgyz case of ecotourism revels numerous links. International 

organizations such as UNDP come in direct contact with members of the local private 

sector and NGOs, and at the same time work together with the Kyrgyz government. 

NGOs with international agenda work closely with Kyrgyz NGOs, in turn coming in 

contact with members of rural communities and business enterprises. Therefore, a 

cross-level corporatism can be conceptual, supporting the initial idea of ecotourism 

as a new glocal social site. Moreover, some interviews provided a developmental 

perspective by discussing the ongoing changes occurring since independence. This 

helps to understand the fabrication of the two corporatism systems into a single 

network with ecotourism at the center. It might also come closer to KCBTA own 

development story that was analyzed via its yearly reports. Comparing the two 

"story-of-origin", the story of KCBTA and the wider story of ecotourism and tourism 

in the post KSSR years seems to validate the research hypothesis on the creation of a 

new glocal. 

 

Prospective work plan 

The interviews should be further studied and analyzed and the same applies to the 

literature on corporatism. A detailed analysis on KCBTA was done before the field 

research, and the empirical materials gained by the two methodologies should be 

combined. 

The final results will be combined and presented forming an M.A thesis in an 

article format, due no later than December 2014.   
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Introduction of nationalism in front of the National History Musseum 

 
 
 
Jogorku Kenesh (Parliament) of the Kyrgyz Republic 
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governmentality on action at the bazaar 
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One of the Homestays, part of the CBT network

 
 
A CBT hosting family 
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