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Abstract 

Tourism development has emerged as a global economic powerhouse, driving economic growth, destination 

competitiveness, and job creation. But with the mushrooming of tourism, especially in ecologically sensitive 

and culturally significant regions, ecological degradation, biodiversity loss, resource depletion, and increased 

vulnerability to climate change have worsened. The study discusses the development of tourism in relation to 

environmental ethics by analysing it based on normative approaches. The paper uses qualitative concepts in 

environmental ethics, such as anthropocentrism, biocentrism, ecocentrism, stewardship ethics, and 

intergenerational justice, to critically challenge the dominant growth-focused tourism paradigms that prioritize 

profit-driven, short-term objectives over environmental integrity and long-term sustainability. We found that 

existing tourism policies do not fully meet ethical requirements regarding responsibilities towards the 

ecosystem and future generations and therefore consider sustainability a tactical or administrative challenge 

rather than a moral obligation. The study posits that to realize truly sustainable and fair tourism development, 

environmental ethics should be incorporated into tourism planning, policymaking, and governance. The study 

helps develop the theoretical context of tourism ethics by re-caring for the concept of sustainability in tourism 

as a moral duty. It helps offer value-based solutions to policymakers, destination managers, and tourism 

developers seeking ethically viable, responsible tourism solutions. 
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Streszczenie 

Rozwój turystyki stał się globalną siłą napędową gospodarki, przyczyniając się do wzrostu gospodarczego, 

zwiększania konkurencyjności destynacji turystycznych oraz tworzenia miejsc pracy. Jednocześnie 

gwałtowny rozwój turystyki, zwłaszcza w regionach wrażliwych ekologicznie i o dużym znaczeniu 

kulturowym, prowadzi do nasilonej degradacji środowiska, utraty bioróżnorodności, wyczerpywania zasobów 

naturalnych oraz zwiększonej podatności na skutki zmian klimatycznych. W niniejszym artykule rozwój 

turystyki analizowany jest z perspektywy etyki środowiskowej. Przeprowadzona analiza ma charakter 

normatywny. W badaniu wykorzystano koncepcje etyki środowiskowej, takie jak antropocentryzm, 

biocentryzm, ekocentryzm, etyka zarządzania oraz sprawiedliwość międzypokoleniowa, aby poddać 

krytycznej analizie dominujące paradygmaty rozwoju turystyki, które przedkładają krótkoterminowe cele 

ekonomiczne nad integralność środowiskową i długoterminowy zrównoważony rozwój. Analiza wskazuje, że 

istniejące polityki turystyczne często nie spełniają etycznych wymogów odpowiedzialności wobec 

ekosystemów i przyszłych pokoleń, przez co zrównoważony rozwój bywa traktowany raczej jako wyzwanie 

administracyjne lub taktyczne niż jako moralny obowiązek. W artykule argumentuje się, że osiągnięcie 

rzeczywiście zrównoważonego i sprawiedliwego rozwoju turystyki wymaga włączenia zasad etyki 

środowiskowej do procesów planowania, kształtowania polityki oraz zarządzania turystyką. Niniejsze badanie 

ma na celu rozszerzenie teoretycznych ram etyki w sektorze turystycznym poprzez weryfikację koncepcji 

zrównoważonego rozwoju w turystyce w kategoriach obowiązku moralnego. Artykuł proponuje również 

rozwiązania oparte na wartościach, skierowane do decydentów, zarządców destynacji turystycznych oraz 

przedsiębiorców poszukujących bardziej etycznych i odpowiedzialnych modeli rozwoju turystyki. 

Słowa kluczowe 

Etyka środowiskowa, rozwój turystyki, analiza normatywna, zrównoważona turystyka, ekocentryzm, 

sprawiedliwość międzypokoleniowa, SDG 8 – Godna praca i wzrost gospodarczy, SDG 12 – Odpowiedzialna 

konsumpcja i produkcja, etyka normatywna 

1. Introduction 

Tourism has been one of the most dynamic sectors of the global economy and has played a significant 

role in job creation, foreign exchange earnings, infrastructure development, and diversification of regional 

economies (Holden 2019). Tourism has also served as an important channel of economic development, 

poverty alleviation, and global integration in many developing and emerging economies. However, along with 

these advantages, tourism has also led to rapid growth in tourism development in environmentally sensitive 

areas such as coastal regions, protected landscapes, mountain ecosystems, forests, wetlands, and rural 

populations. This growth has increased environmental strains, such as destruction of habitats, biodiversity 

loss, water shortages, waste accumulation, pollution, and greenhouse gas emissions. 

The increasing environmental impact of tourism has brought about widespread concern among 

scholars, policymakers, and civil society (Bernauer and Gampfer 2013). Tourism is no longer considered only 
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an economic or recreational activity but is increasingly recognized as a practice with deep environmental, 

social, and ethical consequences. In many destinations, tourism development has contributed to the 

degradation of ecological values, affecting the natural and cultural resources on which tourism itself depends 

and casting doubt on the ethical legitimacy of the current development paradigms. 

In response to these challenges, the concept of sustainable tourism has emerged as a dominant theme 

in both scholarly literature and policy discussions. Existing research has mostly focused on environmental 

management tools, regulatory systems, technological interventions, and sustainability measures aimed at 

reducing the adverse ecological impacts of tourism. Although these are critical approaches, they tend to 

concentrate on efficiency, mitigation, and control - addressing how tourism should be managed rather than 

whether specific forms of tourism development are ethically justified. 

This gap suggests the need for a stronger philosophical and normative engagement with tourism 

development (Ceron and Dubois 2003). Environmental ethics provides a sound methodology for analysing 

moral obligations to nature in opposition to anthropocentric views of the world, where utility to the human 

and economic development of a particular nation is more important than ecological quality. Other types of 

ethics, like biocentrism, ecocentrism, stewardship ethics, and intergenerational justice, propose alternative 

value systems that acknowledge the inherent value of non-human nature and moral commitments that go 

beyond current economic concerns (Alston 1984). 

Environmental ethics is, however, a relatively uncharted territory in the mainstream tourism research, 

where empirical, managerial, and market-driven approaches retain leading positions. Ethical issues are 

frequently regarded as peripheral rather than central, which limits the ability of tourism studies to address 

questions of fundamental morality. This paper fills this gap by discussing tourism development on the basis 

of a normative ethical approach, focusing on what tourism development should be and not how it functions 

(Radomskaya and Bhati 2025). 

This paper thus aims to critically examine tourism development as a concept analysed through 

environmental ethics as a guiding framework, and more specifically, through the concepts of moral 

responsibility, sustainability, and intergenerational justice. The normative approach of this study contributes 

to the theoretical development of tourism ethics and offers a value-based foundation for more responsible, 

equitable, and environmentally sound tourism development.  
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Figure 1. Conceptual Overview of Tourism Development and Environmental Ethics. Source: Author’s 

compilation based on (Duffy 2004) 

1.1. Objectives of the Study 

The specific objectives of this research are to: 

A. Examine environmental ethics as a tool for analysing tourism development by studying the main 

ethical frameworks and their application to human-environment relationships in tourism contexts. 

B. Provide a critical assessment of mainstream tourism development models through a normative lens, 

with reference to the ethical constraints related to environmental sustainability, responsibility, and 

justice. 

C. Propose an ethically based framework for tourism development that incorporates environmental ethics 

into tourism planning, policymaking, and governance to promote sustainable and responsible tourism 

practices. 

2. Theoretical Background 

The theoretical basis of this study is supported by the fact that environmental ethics provides a 

normative approach to assessing tourism development beyond considerations of economic efficiency and 

managerial effectiveness. Environmental ethics examines moral values, duties, and obligations that regulate 

the relationship between human beings and the natural environment. It can be used to explain the reasons why 

some types of development are ethically defensible, while others are morally problematic when applied to 

tourism (Tomassini and Baggio 2022). 

In order to make the concept clearer, the main ethical theories related to tourism development are 
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described in the following subsections with the help of colourful, intuitive visual figures that can be used both 

academically and pedagogically. 

2.1. Environmental Ethics as a Normative Framework 

Environmental ethics is a field of moral philosophy that focuses on ethical human-nature interactions. 

In contrast to descriptive methods of study, which concentrate on observed effects, environmental ethics 

adopts a normative approach in which questions of moral responsibility, obligation, and value are central 

(Holden 2005). In tourism research, this school of thought has shifted the focus towards ethical justification 

rather than operational efficiency, questioning whether tourism development practices are ethically justifiable. 

Implicit value judgment is involved in tourism planning, infrastructure development, and consumption 

patterns related to nature, growth, and responsibility. Environmental ethics render these values clear, providing 

a philosophical basis for sustainable tourism based on moral accountability, and not on technical compliance. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 2. Scientific Relationship between Environmental Ethics and Normative Framework. Source: Author’s 

compilation based on (Li et al. 2023). 

2.2. Anthropocentrism and Tourism Development 

Anthropocentrism places human needs and interests as well as human welfare at the centre of moral 

consideration. In tourism development, mass tourism, growth-oriented destination strategies, and large-scale 

infrastructural developments are often based on this perspective. Nature is perceived as a source of human 

pleasure, recreation, and financial gain. 

Although anthropocentrism has facilitated economic growth and destination competitiveness, its 

opponents argue that it justifies the exploitation of the environment by placing human needs above ecological 

concerns. This has led to overdevelopment, degradation of the ecosystems, and unsustainable consumption of 
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resources in tourism settings (Haniifa and Palimirmo 2025). 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 3. Mass tourism impact overview. Source: Author’s compilation based on (Xing and Dangerfield 

2011) 

2.3. Biocentrism: Ethical Considerations for Living Beings 

Biocentrism gives moral priority to living organisms and holds that animals and plants possess intrinsic 

value regardless of their utility to human beings. This ethical position is mainly pertinent to the field of wildlife 

tourism, ecotourism, and the management of protected areas. Tourism development, according to the 

biocentric view, should avoid causing harm to animals, their habitat, and biodiversity. Habitat destruction, 

animal exploitation, and disturbance of ecosystems are all ethically unacceptable, irrespective of economic 

gains. 

2.4. Ecocentrism and Holistic Tourism Sustainability 

Ecocentrism is a holistic ethical theory in which moral worth is attributed to ecosystems as wholes 

rather than to individual species. It focuses on carrying capacity, ecological balance, and resilience. Ecocentric 

ethics strongly support the principles of sustainable tourism by promoting limits to growth, ecosystem-based 

planning, and long-term environmental protection. This school of thought questions the unlimited growth of 

tourism and advocates destination stewardship based on ecological integrity (Haniifa and Palimirmo 2025). 
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Figure 4. An Integrated Model of Tourism Evolution: Ecocentrism and Holistic Tourism Sustainability. 

Source: Author’s Compilation based on (Robledo 2025) 

The core Sustainable Tourism Framework represents a convergence of two spheres: economic and 

ecological integrity. The model is reconfigured to emphasize deep nature connectedness through specific 

Pathways Relationships such as senses, emotion, beauty, meaning, and compassion. The holistic gains of this 

new relationship are mental well-being, pro-nature behaviour, and sustainable existence in the larger global 

ecosystem. 

2.5. Stewardship Ethics and Responsible Tourism Governance 

Stewardship ethics views humans as custodians of nature who are charged with the responsibility of 

managing resources for current and future generations. Stewardship ethics in the development of tourism 

highlight ethical governance, community participation, transparent decision-making, and precautionary 

planning. Tourism stakeholders - governments, businesses, and tourists - are perceived as moral actors rather 

than passive beneficiaries (Bramwell et al. 2008). 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 5. Stakeholder-Driven Framework for Sustainable Destination Management and Ecosystem 

Wellbeing. Source: Author’s compilation based on (Rakkarn et al. 2025) 
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This management framework functions under the umbrella of the Global Ecosystem, with the 

determinants of health being climate stability and biodiversity (Smith and Kelly 2006). It is the balance 

between social and economic activities and the environmental constraints that enables the framework to shift 

towards from failing relationships based on control and fear to a new model of nature connectedness. The 

ultimate goal is to encourage pro-environmental and mental well-being so that tourism can contribute to a 

sustainable life for both individuals and the planet. 

2.6. Intergenerational Ethics and Long-Term Tourism Sustainability 

Intergenerational ethics is concerned with moral responsibilities towards future generations and 

contends that the present development should not undermine future environmental and social welfare. The 

ethical issue within this framework concerns tourism development that depletes non-renewable resources, 

harms vulnerable ecosystems, and accelerates climate change. Intergenerational ethics emphasises the 

necessity of long-term planning and tourism policies based on Sustainability (Qu 2025). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 6.  Intergenerational Ethics and Long-Term Tourism Sustainability. Source: Author’s compilation 

based on (Lupton and Samy 2022). 

2.7. Integrated Ethical Framework for Tourism Development 

The combination of these ethical perspectives provides a comprehensive theoretical basis for the 

normative analysis of tourism development. This offers an integrated framework of how environmental ethics 

can guide tourism development towards ecological responsibility, social justice, and, in a moral sense. It 

supports the claim that sustainable tourism is not merely a technical or managerial goal but an ethical 

requirement of a normative nature. 
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Figure 7. Integrated Ethical Framework for Tourism Development. Source: Author’s compilation based on 

(Hariram et al. 2023). 

3. Literature Review 

The interaction between environmental ethics and tourism development has attracted increasing 

academic interest with the escalating environmental degradation, climate change, and social injustices related 

to tourism. The literature can be subdivided into three interdisciplinary strands, namely (i) tourism 

development and environmental impacts, (ii) sustainable tourism and ethical concerns, and (iii) the new trend 

of applying environmental ethics to tourism studies. 

3.1. Tourism Development and Environmental Impacts 

There is a significant amount of literature that records the environmental impacts of tourism 

development. Researchers have continuously raised issues regarding the degradation of the ecosystems, 

biodiversity reduction, overuse of water and energy, generation of wastes and carbon emission, which come 

along with mass tourism and building of the infrastructure (Pan et al. 2018). In particular, coastal tourism, 

mountain tourism, and tourism in protected areas are often given as especially sensitive contexts in which 

uncontrolled development results in ecological irreparability. These studies offer solid empirical evidence that 

tourist activities driven primarily by economic growth tend to surpass the carrying capacity of the environment 

and destroy the sustainability of destinations in the long run. 

However, much of this literature remains descriptive and impact oriented. Although it can be quite 

useful in identifying the issues that are present in the environment, it usually fails to examine the moral and 

ethical basis underlying tourism development decisions. Consequently, environmental degradation is often 
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put in the context of a failure in management as opposed to the ethical factors founded on a value system and 

a development agenda. 

The formalisation of moral considerations in tourism emerged rather late in relation to the wider 

discussions on environmental theory that ensued after the 1972 Stockholm Conference on the Human 

Environment. The Global Code of Ethics for Tourism, while representing a significant normative 

achievement, remains predominantly anthropocentric, voluntary, and inadequately enforced. Contemporary 

philosophical critiques argue such moral frameworks insufficiently consider developing viewpoints such as 

Earth Ethics and Animal Ethics, which highlight the intrinsic value of ecosystems and non-human species 

(Queirós 2020; Dilemata 2023). 

3.2. Sustainable Tourism and Ethical Dimensions 

Sustainable tourism emerged as an idea to address the adverse environmental and social effects of 

traditional tourism development. Researchers have pointed out the necessity of balancing between economic 

viability, environmental protection, and social equity in what is often referred to as the triple bottom line 

approach. In this discussion, ethical considerations are implicitly present, specifically in the contexts of 

responsibility, equity, and long-term Sustainability (Jamal and Camargo 2014). 

Some literature suggests that without ethical commitment from stakeholders in the tourism industry, 

such as governments, tourism businesses, and tourists themselves, there can be no sustainability in tourism. 

Responsible consumption, corporate social responsibility, community involvement, and environmentally 

sensitive destination management have been associated with ethical tourism. However, ethical aspects are 

often viewed as means to achieving sustainability objectives rather than as moral standards that should be used 

as the framework in tourism development (Jamal and Camargo 2014). 

3.3. Environmental Ethics in Tourism Research 

Environmental ethics offers a philosophical basis for studying tourism-environment relationships by 

using normative arguments (Holden 2009). Researchers who have relied on ethical theories such as 

anthropocentrism, biocentrism, and ecocentrism have criticized the dominance of anthropocentric tourism 

models that focus on profit and visitor satisfaction at the expense of ecological integrity. These works posit 

that anthropocentric developmental practices are some of the major contributors to environmental misuse and 

the deterioration of the sustainability agenda. 
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The latter has received more support in recent literature with an emphasis on ecocentric and 

stewardship perspectives, support of ecosystem-oriented tourism planning, limits to growth, and ethical 

responsibility to nature. Another perspective that has come to the fore is intergenerational ethics, which 

focuses on the fact that unsustainable tourism development breaches the commitments to future generations 

by destroying the natural and cultural resources. Nevertheless, normative ethical analyses are still comparably 

limited in mainstream tourism journals, where empirical and managerial studies continue to predominate. 

3.4. Research Gaps and Contribution of the Study 

The literature review shows that there is a clear gap in the environmental impact literature and the 

application of ethical theory in tourism research. Though sustainability-based studies have broadened 

remarkably, clear normative studies based on environmental ethics are relatively rare. There is limited 

literature that comprehensively incorporates ethical frameworks into tourism development theory to assess 

what tourism development should be from a moral perspective. 

This paper addresses this gap by providing a detailed normative discussion of tourism development 

based on environmental ethics. The synthesis of ethical theories and tourism development discourse makes 

the study important to the theoretical field of tourism in providing the basis of value-based tourism 

development that is ethically responsible and sustainable. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 8. Research Gap Model Based on Theoretical Foundations and Literature Review. Source: Author’s 

compilation based on (Stumpf et al. 2016) 
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4. Methodology 

The research adopts a qualitative, conceptual, and normative research design based entirely on 

secondary data to explore tourism development from the perspective of environmental ethics. The 

methodology comprises a systematic review and critical analysis of peer-reviewed journal articles, scholarly 

books, and policy reports on tourism development, sustainability, and environmental ethics. Academic 

databases and other scholarly sources were used to identify relevant literature, which was filtered according 

to relevance and theoretical contribution and analysed to identify main concepts, ethical assumptions, and 

development paradigms. A normative ethical analysis was next conducted, reviewing the existing 

environmental ethics models, including anthropocentrism, biocentrism, ecocentrism, stewardship ethics, and 

intergenerational justice, in order to appraise tourism development models and sustainability narratives 

(Holden 2019). The analysis further focuses on moral reasoning, value judgments, and ethical justification in 

order to determine what tourism development should be in terms of environmental responsibility, instead of 

measuring and evaluating it through empirical methods. The information presented in the literature and the 

ethical considerations were synthesised in order to establish a comprehensive theoretical framework and 

define research gaps, which resulted in ethically grounded conclusions and implications for sustainable 

tourism planning and governance (Jamal and Camargo 2014). The normative and philosophical nature of this 

research renders it impossible to test hypotheses. Instead, the study presents moral arguments and normative 

reasoning to assess the advancement of tourism from the perspective of environmental ethics. 

5. Results 

Following the three mentioned objectives, the research conducted is conceptual and normative, rather 

than empirical; thus, the conclusions are given as analytical and theoretical findings obtained from a structured 

examination of secondary literature. The results are systematically organized thematically according to the 

specified research objectives to ensure clarity, consistency, and integrity. 

5.1. Results Related to Objective 1: Examination of Tourism Development through Environmental 

Ethics 

This review shows that tourism development is largely approached through anthropocentric ethical 

considerations in which natural environments are viewed as economic resources to be used for human leisure, 

consumption, and development purposes. Tourism literature implicitly places visitor satisfaction, 
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infrastructure development, and income generation at the centre, while environmental protection is treated as 

a secondary or instrumental issue. 

Nevertheless, the usage of biocentric and ecocentric ethical models indicates serious ethical flaws in 

such strategies. These perspectives underline the importance of living organisms and ecosystem, and they 

demonstrate that most tourism development activities fail to show sufficient respect for ecological integrity 

and biodiversity. These findings indicate that environmental ethics offers a strong normative perspective that 

can be used to critically evaluate tourism development beyond economic rationality and to emphasize moral 

obligation towards nature. 

5.2. Results Related to Objective 2: Normative Evaluation of Dominant Tourism Development Models 

Normative analysis of mainstream tourism development models shows that mass tourism and the 

growth paradigm are ethically questionable. These models often externalize the environmental costs, exceed 

the ecological carrying capacities, and focus on short-term economic gains at the expense of long-term 

sustainability. Ethically, these practices can be considered contrary to the concept of stewardship, 

responsibility, and intergenerational justice. 

The analysis also reveals that sustainable tourism, despite its popularity in the literature, is usually 

given only shallow or instrumental attention in ethical discussions. Ethical obligations are often conceived of 

as managerial tools rather than as the basis of moral commitments. This finding highlights an inconsistency 

between sustainability discourse and ethical responsibility in the process of tourism development. 

Nonetheless, it is recognized that these forms of development persist due to fundamental economic 

interdependence, employment needs, and governmental limitations, especially in areas of growth. 

5.3. Results Related to Objective 3: Development of an Ethically Grounded Tourism Framework 

The study is based on the synthesis of environmental ethics and tourism literature to propose the 

formation of an ethically founded conceptual framework for tourism development. The findings suggest that 

incorporating environmental ethics into tourism planning requires a shift from financial performance 

indicators towards value-based decision-making. 

The main constructs in the proposed framework include recognition of the intrinsic value of nature, 

adoption of stewardship-based governance, respect for ecological boundaries, and acknowledgment of moral 

responsibilities to future generations. The framework lays environmental ethics as the underlying foundation 
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of tourism policy, planning, and governance rather than as an additional consideration. This finding can be 

used to show that ethically informed tourism development can offer a more coherent and morally defensible 

route to real sustainability. 

The results derived from the three objectives reveal a persistent ethical disparity between prevailing 

tourism development practices and sustainable moral standards, underscoring the necessity for an ethically 

grounded framework to direct tourism strategy and governance. 

Table 1 shows that ethically oriented tourism practices—such as stewardship, ecocentrism, and 

intergenerational justice—contribute significantly to long-term destination resilience, inclusive development, 

and consistent economic gains. As presented in the table, tourism planning grounded in environmental ethics 

links ethical principles with their applications in tourism development, resulting in positive economic 

development outcomes while maintaining strong global relevance. This alignment demonstrates that 

incorporating environmental ethics into tourism strategies not only enhances environmental protection but 

also supports sustainable and equitable economic growth across diverse tourism contexts. 

Table 1. Environmental Ethics–Based Tourism Development and Economic Implications 

This table summarises how different principles of environmental ethics translate into specific forms of tourism 

development and their economic consequences. It highlights that ethically oriented approaches – such as 

biocentrism, ecocentrism, stewardship and intergenerational justice – tend to support long-term destination 

resilience and more stable, inclusive economic growth while still maintaining global relevance across diverse 

tourism contexts. The table shows that integrating ethical principles into tourism planning reframes 

sustainability from a purely managerial challenge into a moral obligation linked to responsibility for 

ecosystems and future generations. 

Environmental Ethics 

Principle 

Application in Tourism 

Development 

Economic Development 

Outcomes 
Global Relevance 

Anthropocentrism 

(Balanced) 

Tourism development focused on 

human welfare while respecting 

environmental limits. 

Job creation, income generation, 

and infrastructure development 

Applicable to developing 

and emerging economies 

seeking growth 

Biocentrism 

Protection of wildlife, habitats, 

and biodiversity in tourism 

planning 

Sustainable nature-based tourism 

revenues, reduced ecological risk 

Critical for biodiversity-

rich regions and protected 

areas 

Ecocentrism 

Ecosystem-based tourism 

planning and limits to growth 

(Haniifa and Palimirmo 2025) 

Long-term destination resilience, 

stable tourism income 

Relevant for fragile 

ecosystems (coasts, 

mountains, islands) 

Stewardship Ethics 

Responsible governance, ethical 

destination management, 

stakeholder accountability 

Improved investor confidence, 

reduced environmental restoration 

costs 

Applicable across public 

and private tourism sectors 
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Environmental Ethics 

Principle 

Application in Tourism 

Development 

Economic Development 

Outcomes 
Global Relevance 

Intergenerational 

Justice 

Long-term tourism planning 

safeguards resources for future 

generations 

Sustained economic benefits, 

reduced long-term economic loss 

Essential for long-term 

national tourism strategies 

Ethical Governance 

Transparent regulations, ethical 

impact assessments, and 

community participation 

Inclusive economic growth, 

equitable benefit distribution 

(Radomskaya and Bhati 2025) 

Relevant for global 

tourism governance and 

policy alignment 

Ethical Tourist 

Behavior 

Promotion of responsible 

consumption and low-impact 

travel 

Support for local businesses, 

enhanced destination reputation 

(Duffy 2004) 

Increasingly important in 

global tourism markets 

6. Normative Framework Development and Practical Implications 

6.1. Normative Framework Development 

This paper constructs a normative framework for tourism development that is ethically acceptable 

based on the normative analysis and synthesis of environmental ethics and tourism literature. The framework 

places environmental ethics as the foundational layer guiding tourism decision-making, rather than treating 

sustainability as a secondary or operational issue (Lovelock and Lovelock 2013). It combines five fundamental 

ethical orientations, including anthropocentrism, biocentrism, ecocentrism, stewardship ethics, and 

intergenerational justice, into a coherent value-based model of tourism development. The fundamental 

element of the framework is that tourism development is, in fact, a moral activity, involving decisions on 

resource utilization, environmental protection, and social responsibility. While anthropocentric considerations 

recognise legitimate human interests such as economic growth and livelihoods, the framework expands moral 

consideration through biocentric and ecocentric ethics, which emphasise the intrinsic value of living beings 

and ecosystems (Alroy 1999). The values are converted into governance roles through the concept of 

stewardship ethics, which positions tourism stakeholders as custodians of natural resources. Intergenerational 

justice further ensures that tourism development does not compromise the rights and well-being of future 

generations. By reframing environmental ethics as a normative foundation rather than a secondary concern, 

the framework provides a coherent and practically relevant contribution to ongoing debates on sustainable 

tourism development. The proposed normative framework overcomes the limitations of present ethical 

instruments, such as the anthropocentric and advisory Global Code of Ethics for Tourism. It responds to 

contemporary environmental philosophy by integrating ecocentric, conservation-oriented, and 

intergenerational ethical perspectives into a stronger normative foundation for tourism development. 
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Figure 9. Normative Framework Development (Example: Bali). Source: Author’s compilation based on 

(Mananda et al. 2025). 

6.2. Practical Implications 

6.2.1. Implications for Policymakers 

The normative framework can be used by policymakers to integrate ethical considerations into tourism 

legislation, national tourism policies, and environmental policies. Ethical impact assessment complements the 

conventional environmental impact assessment by evaluating tourism projects in terms of ecological integrity, 

stewardship, and intergenerational responsibility. This approach helps ensure long-term policy coherence and 

prevents development that is short-term and environmentally harmful due to selfish, short-term economic 

interests. 

6.2.2. Implications for Tourism Planners and Destination Managers 

The framework can be used by tourism planners and destination managers to make decisions in 

destination development, especially in areas that are sensitive to the environment. Planners will be able to 

establish thresholds for tourism growth, adopt carrying capacity principles, and emphasize ecology-driven 

planning by taking an ecocentric and stewardship approach. The framework also promotes governance in 

which local communities are involved, and their ethical concerns regarding environmental protection are 

recognized. 

6.2.3. Implications for Tourism Businesses 

In the case of the tourism business, the framework emphasizes the significance of ethical responsibility 

beyond regulatory compliance and corporate social responsibility reporting. Enterprises are encouraged to go 

green, reduce their ecological footprints, and make operations congruent with sustainability objectives. Ethical 
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branding based on genuine environmental commitment can also strengthen credibility and trust among 

destinations and consumers. 

6.2.4. Implications for Tourists and Society 

The framework highlights the moral role of tourists as agents whose consumption decisions impacts 

destinations and ecosystems. Ethical awareness among tourists can be promoted to foster responsible tourism 

practices, environmentally friendly behaviour, and respect for cultural and natural heritage. 

7. Integrating Environmental Ethics and Tourism Development to Economic Growth 

Recommendations 

Environmental ethics should be incorporated into tourism development, as it is vital for ensuring 

sustainable economic growth on a global scale. Ethical business principles, which consider both profitability 

and environmental responsibility, should be applied to the development of the tourism industry so that natural 

resources can serve as long-term economic benefits and not be depleted as quick-fix earnings. Through the 

inculcation of stewardship, ecological integrity, and intergenerational justice into tourism policies and 

planning systems, nations can advance the high-value, low-impact tourism models, which create employment, 

foreign exchange, and entrepreneurship locally and at the same time reduce environmental degradation. 

Ethical governance, transparent regulation, and responsible investment also increase destination credibility 

and bring sustainable finance, which promotes resilient tourism economies. In addition, decentralization of 

local communities and creation of ethical consciousness among tourism stakeholders and tourists themselves 

result in inclusive development and equitable allocation of benefits. Globally, environmentally ethical 

development of tourism enhances economic resilience, complies with the international commitments to 

sustainability, and ensures that tourism remains a significant contributor to the long-term economic 

development without undermining the ecological and social welfare. 

8. Conclusion and Future Research Directions 

8.1. Conclusion 

This paper discusses the issue of tourism development based on environmental ethics using the 

qualitative, conceptual, and normative approach, which is founded on secondary data. It demonstrates that 

tourism development is not a value-neutral economic process, but a morally charged practice, which entails 

making highly critical choices concerning environmental protection, social responsibility, and long-term 
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sustainability. The results indicate that the prevalent growth-based tourism paradigms are largely based on 

anthropocentric premises, fail to acknowledge the intrinsic value of nature, and externalise environmental 

costs, thus compromising ecological integrity and intergenerational equity. 

This study contributes to a normative framework that defines sustainable tourism as a moral duty rather 

than a technical or managerial goal by integrating environmental ethical frameworks, which include 

anthropocentrism, biocentrism, ecocentrism, stewardship ethics, and intergenerational justice. The paper finds 

that environmentally responsible tourism development can facilitate economic growth while protecting natural 

resources, enhancing governance, and increasing destination resilience. It is thus important to incorporate 

ethical considerations into tourism policy, planning, and governance to attain sustainable, inclusive tourism-

based economic development on a global scale. 

8.2. Future Research Directions 

Future research should examine the practical application of the normative framework proposed in this 

paper in specific tourism destinations, sectors, or policy contexts. Comparative case studies of developed and 

developing economies could provide a better understanding of the role of environmental ethics in tourism 

governance, stakeholder behaviour, and economic performance in varying ecological and cultural contexts. 

Future research can take into consideration the ways of incorporating environmental ethics with current 

tourism issues like climate change, overtourism, digital transformation, and ethical tourism infrastructure 

investment. Adopting a more interdisciplinary approach towards environmental ethics, tourism management, 

and economics would be particularly valuable in translating normative principles into practical actions for 

sustainable tourism development. 
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