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Introduction : the fantasy of 
travelling
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1930’s- 1980’s : Mobility and accessibility
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Car values
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1980’s – 2005 : 
beyond the limits

The future of
plane….
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…and beyond
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The future of train….
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… has some limits
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The future of cars ?
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We entered an era of hyper mobility as a way of life 
(“Espace, votre nouvelle adresse” , “vivre en voyageant”)

Environmental issues seldom interfere with this 
contemporary fantasy of tourism mobility 

Are the current trends sustainable ?
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Methods
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Elaborating scenarios : step by step

Emerging patterns of household tourism/ leisure 
(T/L) mobility

Modelling T/L transport demand 

Analysing factors for change (sensitivity analysis)

Elaborating contrasted scenarios (forecasting)

A sustainable development scenario 
(backcasting)

Scenarios impact analysis
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A method for future studies

Trends Model 
parameters

Model Results
Scenarios
impacts

Scenarios
stories

Sensitivity analysis Search of causal links

Search of coherent stories
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Setting sustainability targets
WBCSD Objectives Sustainable development scenario objectives

1
Limit transport-related GHG emissions to
sustainable levels

Include tourism transport in a factor 4 reduction
strategy of GHG emissions in France

2
Narrow the « mobility opportunity
divides”….

Increase the holiday departure rate

3

Preserve and enhance mobility
opportunities for the general population
of both developed and developing-world
countries

The choice of a factor 4 reduction of GHG emissions
leaves room for developing countries to increase their
mobility

4

Ensure that the emissions of transport-
related conventional pollutants do not
constitute a significant public health
concern anywhere in the world

The trend is to a reduction of conventional pollutants
a) with the enforcement of European standards, b)
with a reduction of tourism transport by road. An
attention should , however , be paid to feed-back
effects between GHG reduction and conventional
pollutants

5
Reduce transport related noise Stabilization or reduction of road transport in the

scenario; concern about rail and air transport-related
noise

6
Mitigate congestion Stabilization or reduction of road transport ; concern

about rail and air traffic congestion

a) Stabilization or reduction of road transport
compensated by less hazardous collective transport

b) Improvement of road security measures (speed
limitations…)

Significantly reduce the total number of
road vehicle-related deaths and serious
injuries7
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Greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions : the factor 4 
constraint

Tourism mobility GHG emissions : 39 MT CO2-e in 2000

10 MT CO2-e should be allowed to tourism in a factor 4 
perspective

However, is the share of tourism in emissions to increase 
or to decrease (debate)

Hypothesis : the share of T/L mobility in overall transport 
grows from 23% in 2000 to 30% in 2050

T/ L are “allowed” 13MT CO2-e in 2050 : a factor 3 
constraint
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Scenario story
1 Demographics
1.1 Increase of population
1.2 Ageing of population
1.3 Generational affect
1.4 Evolution of family structure

2 Economic conditions
2.1 Economic growth
2.2 Unemployment and precarity
2.3 Diminution of working time

3 International context

4 Transport technology and policy

4.1 Technology
4.2 Infrastructure choices
4.3 Transport pricing

5 The tourism market

6 Societies and lifestyles
6.1 Habitat
6.2 Cultural change
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Different kinds of hypotheses

Take average trends (ex: demographics)

Rely on hypotheses made in other scenarios
(ex economic growth)

Situation does not change (ex:international 
security context)

Technology: very serious changes, but not 
another novel by Jules Vernes

Lifestyles: a new look on travel and the home
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Synthesis of hypotheses

the strong investment in environmentally friendly 
ground transport mode, especially the train;

the rupture in the attitude and behaviours towards 
very long distance mobility and air transport, which 
becomes an exception, but whose content and value 
in term of well-being is increased;

the substitution / compensation of this loss in very 
long distance mobility with short distance mobility and 
more attention granted to local environments.
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Evolution of tourism/ leisure mobility

34% more passenger km than in 2000 (less than half of the
central scenario)

very long distance mobility (air transport overseas) remains
at the same level but its repartition is fairer

long distance mobility decreases, with 0,67 trips per year
and per person (1,2 in 2000) 

this loss in long distance mobility is compensated by an 
increase in outings (3,7 per person against 1,99 in 2000)

bi-residential mobility remains more or less the same

short distance leisure mobility (near the home) doubles in 2050
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Modal split of passenger.km
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Is the scenario really sustainable ?

Climate change

Access to leisure and 
travel :The departure
rate reaches 71% 
(against 68% in 2000)

Noise and congestion :a 
problem with the train…

Conventional pollutants: 
watch trade offs

Security of transport
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Conclusion
The respective weight of technological progress and of the action 
on demand

Other SD scenarios could be built, but they would not be much
softer

Is it such a dim future?

With this scenario more people take holidays than now but for 
longer stays and less often. A more significant part of the 
population can go to exotic destinations, but it is now an 
exceptional experience in one’s lifetime. In short the hyper mobile 
minority must refrain from traveling as much as it desires (but they 
still manage to travel), the majority of the population has to change 
some of their habits, but to a large extend gains in local leisure can 
compensate less long and very long distance tourism, and the lower 
income people are rather better off as regards tourism. 

In our sense this is far from being the end of tourism.


