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In our introduction to this issue we provide a 

chronological discussion of science and power rela-

tions in academia and set the scene for the articles 

featured in this special issue. This endnote works 

to a reverse formula, looking forward and seeking 

if not to unweave the dominating discourse of cen-

trality in the tourism academia and pointing out for 

further advancing the often complex discussions by 

different traditions of academia.

On the top of that, the articles in this special 

issue by no means capture the full array of interest-

ing studies being conducted in the area of science 

and power relations in tourism studies. Obviously, 

research and discussions related to some of the 

bigger and relevant trends in recent years (e.g., 

gender and tourism academy, tokenism, diversity 

including age, class, ethnicity, national origin, reli-

gion, and even disciplinary) do not appear in this 

issue. This is not to suggest that they do not con-

tribute to this area or are not important. Rather, the 

included articles simply represent a small sampling 

of the stimulating issues that research on science 

and power relations is taking. We hope that this 

special issue serves to inspire tourism scholars to 

expand their efforts to examine how science and 

power relations might shed light on the impacts 

of their life worlds as academics, on the processes 

of their cultural consumption, and affect in ways 

that continue to be methodologically rigorous and 

practically meaningful. We do hope also that future 

conference organizers, as the moderators of the 

“agora” (Arendt, 1958), will strive for giving an 

equal space to different traditions—from whatever 

perspectives they are—and balancing the power in 

on-going discussions in the tourism academia.

Despite the informal suggestions made by key-

note speakers and panelists in tourism conferences 

and as well as by discussants in online forums (e.g., 

TRINET and Atlas) for opening up the academy, 

undoing the hierarchy, and balancing the power, 

the paradigm shift of decentring academia moves 

very slowly, almost negligible. This is exactly in 

line with the deconstruction of dominating dis-

course. We always see the same people delivering 

the keynotes in tourism conferences and framing 

on-going discussions in academia. To make sig-

nificant advances in this area, we call for further 

efforts to decenter contemporary tourism academia 

by including other voices, particularly the “silent or 

(silenced) voices” to consider the new and challeng-

ing thinking by “the unspoken.” Although there is 

no single agreed upon definition of “silent voices,” 

one can nevertheless specify generally agreed ele-

ments of diversity such as age, gender, ethnic ori-

gin, social, and ability. According to Swadener and 

Mutua (2008), decolonization project involves the 

“valuing, reclaiming, and foregrounding of indig-

enous voices and epistemologies” (p. 31). Effective 
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diversity in these elements can help to break these 

barriers to acceptance of silent/silenced voices in 

the tourism academia.

Secondly, we think that different traditions meet 

together in the agora without dominating one to 

another. The importance of decolonizing research 

is placed on “forging cross-cultural partnerships, 

with, between, and among indigenous researchers, 

scholars and allied others” (Rogers & Swadener, 

1999, p. 31). The explanatory power of Kuhn’s 

“gestalt switch” might be very helpful when con-

sidering an opposing view of a tradition, which rep-

resents a side in the discussion in the agora. This 

means a discussant’s mind needs to switch from its 

own to the other to see the other and to achieve a 

renewed mind. This space, agora, similarly to the 

public sphere as Habermas (1981/1984) suggested, 

needs to be designed as where individuals and 

groups from different traditions could express their 

needs and interests. In their discussions and evalu-

ations of contemporary issues, they could oppose 

the formal state and market powers, and dominant 

powerful groups in the tourism academia with a 

purpose of helping to shape public opinion.

Undoubtedly, another acute problem of tour-

ism academia is the lingua franca. English with 

its hegemonic position dominates the communi-

cation and publication language in academia. It is 

marketed as the prestigious brand of the language 

(Buripakdi, 2014) around the world. Because every 

hegemonic construct is concerned with standard-

ization, the standard English is refined with being 

rational, moral, civilized, and intelligent whereas 

the nonstandard one is seen as irrational, emo-

tional, materialist, and imprudent (Joseph, 1987). 

This standardization and unequal power relations 

may result in the Bourdieu’s (1991) notion of 

symbolic violence. Bourdieu (1991) contends that 

symbolic violence takes place “when individuals  

mistakenly consider a standard dialect or style of 

speaking to be truly superior to the way they them-

selves speak, rather than an arbitrary difference 

afforded social significance” (p. 170). Besides 

that, Said (1994) suggests, “the level of a techni-

cal language stripped of expressive and aesthetic 

characteristics and denuded of any critical or self-

conscious dimension” (p. 369). In effect, communi-

cating and publishing in English does not just mean 

learning or using a foreign language but “uncon-

scious implantation of the Anglocentric attitudes or 

the perspective of the dominant race in the native’s 

mind” (Tripasai, 2004, p. 11). Pennycook (1994) 

argues that the underlying goal of the promotion of 

global English is to protect and promote capitalist 

interests and subsequently the (neo)colonial ideol-

ogy remains even stronger today. This positioning 

is mistaken and unhealthy in representing different 

traditions equally in tourism academia. As Rushdie 

(1982) claims, “the language needs to be decolo-

nized, to be made in other images, if those of us 

who use it from positions outside Anglo-Saxon 

cultures are to be more than ‘Uncle Toms’” (p. 8). 

Standard English discourse privileges only those 

who have access to its possession while leaving 

others marginalized (Bhatt, 2001). Accordingly, 

there is a need to differentiate the working language 

in academia where native languages enrich discus-

sion in the agora with their symbolic value and lit-

erature. Through decentering the Anglo-Saxon core 

position, the dominating Western discourse might 

be changed into a polyphonic (Clifford, 1988) and 

including one that values the excluded voices of 

our global village.
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