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Fasten your seatbelts: the purpose of foreign travel in the cultivation 

practices of differently positioned parental groups in Israel 

 

Abstract 

Travel has become ubiquitous for most social groups as holidaying abroad has become ever cheaper 

and ecumene.  This paper considers how travel can be understood as part of family practices around 

children’s educations and futures.  Drawing on Kaufmann’s (2011) concept of motility, we examine 

how spatial mobility might become a form of cultural capital to reproduce privilege or facilitate social 

mobility.  We generated data on family spatial mobility during the act of international air travel itself, 

interviewing 22 participants.  We argue that spatial mobility and its link to social mobility is differently 

conceived of by our working, middle, and global middle class families, but that all three seek to use 

travel overtly as a form of cultivation for their children.  This leads us to suggest that international 

travel may illuminate new ways that social class differentiations and lines of striation are being forged 

through movements across transnational spaces, offering new insights for education professionals and 

scholars. 
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Introduction 

Increasing patterns of mobility – both physical but also virtual – characterise our engagement with the 

world today (Sheller & Urry, 2006).  Trajectories of mobility have been traced for many different 

groups of migrants (Jankowski, 2018; Nowicka, 2013), though the main focus has usually been on 

those with fewer resources (Van Mol, Snel, Hemmerechts, & Timmerman, 2018).  Scholars have also 

looked at how arrival in a new country affects parental strategies, education choices and socio-

economic position (Berckmoes, & Mazzucato, 2018; Jordan, Dito, Nobles, & Graham, 2018; López 

Rodríguez, 2018; Authors, 2018a).  Still empirically under-developed, however, are how differently 

located families (in terms of nationality, ethnicity, economically- and culturally-resourced, and degree 

of mobility) engage with not only the act of moving country of residence, but more generally with the 

practice of travel.  While our own recent work has considered how moving to a new country affects 

parental educational strategies and the future imaginaries for their children (Authors, 2019; Authors, 

2018a; Authors, 2018b), in this paper we draw on new data to think more carefully about the act of 

travel itself, which is such an intricate part of mobility. We consider how travel is deployed by parents 

within processes of cultivation, which we understand as synonymous with broader parental education 

strategies.  We do this in order to consider first, how the act of travel is integrated into broader practices 

of social mobility, and therefore becomes part of parents’ educational strategies.  Second, through this 

paper we seek to examine more closely how differently located families access and deploy travel-led 

cultivation practices, and for what purpose. 

 

Theoretical orientation 

The premise underpinning our work is that mobility is a fundamental social issue (Easthope, 2009). 

The ease of physical and virtual mobility has been widely acknowledged as critical in transforming 

peoples’ lives in the 21st century, leading to a re-shaping of relations within and between nation states.  

Sheller and Urry (2006: 207) argue that today more than ever, “all the world seems to be on the move”. 



The nature of physical forms of mobility and the reasons behind these will vary, from people seeking 

asylum, to those fleeing from war, environmental disasters and political persecution; through to 

families who are migrating more overtly for economic and professional reasons, providing their 

expertise in different forms of employment – the service industry, government missions, multinational 

corporations (Kaufmann, Bergman, & Joye, 2004). Furthermore, mobility has increased for all families 

through heightened expectations for, and the low-cost of, international travel for holidays (Barker, 

Kraftl, Horton, & Tucker, 2009). 

 

In this age of hyper-mobility, it is critical for scholarship to consider how this is re-shaping social 

relations and people’s understanding of themselves and their aspirations.  Some attention has been 

devoted to this phenomenon during recent years in this journal (Authors, 2018a; Doherty, Mu, & 

Shield, 2009; Trun, 2016).  The overarching concern driving this paper is how the perceived ease of 

mobility and global connectiveness opens up different social groups’ horizons in terms of where they 

want to live, work, travel? Research must consider the direct and in-direct ways possibilities for spatial 

mobility, and the meanings attached to this, are opened up but also curtailed for various people.  In our 

study, we are interested in how those from differently located social classes, who travel abroad for 

various reasons, articulate an understanding of travel as a form of mobility that becomes integrated 

into their everyday lives and shapes practices of parental cultivation in the present and the future.  Such 

a focus allows us to consider how access to various forms of physical mobility, especially that which 

takes them outside the nation state, is understood as an orientation to the world and a resource for 

social mobility, providing some important insights for education professionals and scholars in the field.  

To facilitate our research framing, we draw on Kaufmann et al.’s (2004) concept of motility. 

 

Flamm and Kaufmann (2006) theorise mobility as a form of capital; they argue mobility is not just 

about spatial movement, but rather about how such spatial movement is made possible through social 



position.  Thus, according to Kaufmann et al. (2004), physical mobility not only affects an individual’s 

or group’s positioning within the social structure, but also itself affects social structures more broadly.  

Kaufmann et al. (2004) therefore re-conceptualise mobility as ‘motility’ in order to emphasise its 

association with a form of capital, and define motility as examining ‘how entities access and 

appropriate the capacity for socio-spatial mobility’ (Kaufmann et al., 2004: 750).  Kaufmann (2014:7) 

argues that:  

Motility is defined as all of the characteristics of a given actor that allow him/her/it to be mobile 

(i.e. physical skills, income, aspirations (to move or be sedentary), the social conditions of 

access to existing transportation and telecommunication systems, and acquired skills (job 

training, a driver’s license, international English for travel, etc.) Motility therefore refers to 

the social conditions of access (the conditions required to use the offer in the broadest sense 

of the term), the knowledge and skills (those required to make use of the offer), and mobility 

projects (the actual use of the offer that makes it possible to realize them). 

Critically, Flamm and Kaufmann (2006) focus on both the potential and actual capacity for mobility – 

alerting us to the importance of aspirations in shoring up practices.  We draw on motility as a way of 

understanding family and parenting practices around the education and cultivation of their children – 

to prepare them for physical and social mobility contemporaneously as well as in the future.  More 

specifically, inspired by Kaufmann et al., we consider how our families make accessible different 

forms of physical mobility to their children, and the kinds of competencies they seek to instil in them 

as part of being physically mobile through travelling abroad. In this way we can consider how 

international travel is a resource that might distinguish groups from one another, and is used by parents 

in conjunction with other forms of capital to secure their children’s social position, and make accessible 

different spaces – at local, national, and transnational levels. As education-related activities are 

increasingly carried out in spaces other than schools, research of travel practices and their possible 



implications for the education of children and young people are promising endeavours in the field of 

sociology of education (Jane Kehily & Pattman, 2006). 

 

Supporting our key theoretical concept – that of motility - we also lean on Lareau’s (2003) concept of 

concerted cultivation, inspired too by the Bourdieusian tradition.  Famously, Lareau argued that there 

was a classed cultural logic underpinning parental education strategies, where the middle and working 

classes appeared to practise their parenting quite differently.  Yet, in the second author’s engagement 

with Lareau’s theorisations, Authors (2016) have argued that such a distinction between the differently 

resourced social groups in terms of intentions is perhaps less clear-cut.  While access to resources may 

limit the extent, or the manner in which parents can pursue their desires to ‘cultivate’ their child – the 

responsibilisation and intensification of parenting are shown to affect all social groups and therefore 

their practices.  In our current study we have therefore sought to examine closely the extent to which 

differently located social groups do understand travel as a form of cultivation, and what resources they 

draw on to enact this.  

 

Description of the case – Israeli society 

As with our emerging work on the global middle class (GMC1), our initial focus has been on Israeli 

Jews.  This is because we have had access to various sources of data collected by our research group 

that has enabled us to develop theoretical insights into this under-researched group, and to more closely 

consider mobility as an integral part of identity and social class location.  Though we are now extending 

the groups we are studying as part of our GMC project (Authors, submitted), this paper takes up a new 

data set collected during the first author’s travel for work and leisure, focusing on the purpose and 

nature of travel of those families she encountered while leaving or returning to Israel, where she was 

 
1 Global Middle Class (GMC) can be broadly defined as comprised of professionals and their families who move around 

the globe (at varying rates), usually in roles that service multi-national business corporations (Ball & Nikita, 2014).  



residing at the time.  We therefore offer this piece as an opportunity to take up new conceptual 

questions through analysing a small but rich data set. 

 

Israel, a country of eight million people, is located in the Middle East and was established as a Jewish 

and democratic state in 1948 following the Second World War. While being offered to the Jews who 

had fled the horrors of Holocaust in Europe, and being seen as the ancient Biblical land of Jews, this 

land is also home to a significant indigenous Muslim population. Thus, the creation of Israel led to the 

formation of a highly divided and stratified society. Generally, three major divides are discussed in the 

context of Israel - the national, religious and ethnic.  The national is between the Jews and the 

Palestinians (all citizens of Israel), the ethnic is between the Jews originating from Europe and these 

from Arab and former Soviet Union countries, and the religious is between the Muslim, Druze, 

Christian, and as well as Jews with various levels of religiosity (Yaish, 2001). 

 

Israel is characterised by earnings and status gaps between the dominant and subordinate groups 

(Haberfeld & Cohen, 2007). Firstly, the Palestinian Israelis have suffered several decades of military 

governance, and have experienced significant restrictions on their land ownership rights, professional 

development and labour market opportunities.  Those who are employed tend to occupy many of the 

country’s blue collar positions. The first waves of immigration to Israel were mostly Zionist activists 

from Europe. These families succeeded in getting access to sustained advantages in the housing, 

schooling and labour markets. Meanwhile, later waves of Jewish immigration from the countries of 

Northern Africa and Middle East, were allocated to less favourable positions due to the seniority of 

the European Jews in the state’s machinery, the lower levels of formal education many possessed, and 

the population dispersal plan, introduced by the state. The latest, large wave of immigration to Israel 

was during the nineties and consisted of a million people who fled the former Soviet Union republics.  

Although many of these Jews held high educational qualifications, in the main they had very low social 



and economic resources, and so have also not prospered as well as the European-heritage Jews in 

today’s Israel (Remennick, 2011).  We offer this contextual background, as for the purposes of this 

paper the establishment of the state of Israel and the various phases of Jewish immigration to it are 

important in understanding the socio-economic positioning of different groups.  This history also alerts 

us to the fact that these families (those who more recently immigrated but also those who are now 

second, third and even fourth generation Israeli) are connected to a vast diaspora of Jews living all 

around the world, and so mobility and desires for travel are likely to be differently articulated and 

practiced. 

 

In this exploratory piece we focus on Jewish families mainly from Israel but also some Jews from 

elsewhere, who were approached and interviewed by the first author who is herself Jewish Israeli.  As 

this study is based on a convenience sample, and consent given by families approached to be 

interviewed during their travels; the variety of families approached at this stage is naturally limited. 

However, the relatively wide range of differently located – in terms of socio-economic background, 

migration experience, and professional backgrounds - does allow us to offer some insights into how 

we might conceive of the act of travel as a cultivation practice (and therefore a strategy for social 

mobility) that is tied to social location, and therefore has different purposes and potential outcomes.  

Parental strategies to promote social mobility, especially through schooling and extra-curricular 

educational practices are a core concern for the sociology of education.  In the next section we detail 

the methodology of the study and exemplify the specific and potentially innovative approach to data 

gathering employed in this research. 

 

Methodology 

This study uses an innovative method for gathering qualitative data through interviews, by 

interviewing families during the actual act of international travel by air. By approaching families at 



the airports, and engaging with parents in discussions of travel, while they are in the midst of this 

endeavour, we have gained a unique glimpse into parental mindsets, which in other settings might have 

been more carefully or reflectively narrated. Instead, we aimed to generate data while ‘on the move’ 

(Ross et al., 2009) between the families and ourselves.  We argue that in mirroring the journeys of our 

participants we create a reflexive analysis of travel, where questions regarding purpose, anticipation, 

excitement, hesitations were at the forefront for participants as they prepared to take off and land in 

new or familiar places. 

 

This qualitative study is based on in-depth interviews with 22 families (mostly mothers) who were 

recruited by the first author. Most of the interviews were initially undertaken when families were 

travelling.  However, in two cases, follow-up interviews were conducted with Families 12 and 13 

because the interviews were interrupted before they had been completed during the act of travelling. 

The families were mostly approached at airports by the author, when she herself was travelling and 

waiting to board the flight or during the flight itself. The shortest of the interviews lasted around 30 

minutes, but a significant portion of them lasted for most of the flight, sometimes being 4-5 hours in 

length. 

 

The first 19 interviews were all performed with travellers in the following routes: Tel Aviv-

Nuremberg; Nuremberg-Tel Aviv; Tel Aviv-London; London-Tel Aviv; Tel Aviv-Bangkok; 

Bangkok-Krabi; Bangkok-Tel Aviv; Nicosia-Tel Aviv. Most of the families were on one of these 

routes and were interviewed at the gate, but three families were interviewed in the airport terminal and 

followed a different route (Tel Aviv – Madrid; Tel Aviv – Helsinki; Tel Aviv - Budapest).  Families 

were traveling to or from vacation (10); while others were visiting family (7). The two authors 

developed a detailed interview guide prior to the interviews which included topics related to families’ 

routines during travels including questions about destinations; frequencies of travel; activities 



undertaken, planning and the engagement with the children prior, during and after the travel. In 

addition, issues like parental aspirations for their children’s futures were explored including families’ 

routines at home, and extracurricular activities. Specifically, we asked how parents negotiate the 

differences they encounter in food, lifestyle and level of development in the places that have visited 

and will be visiting, as well as how they handle difficulties of traveling with children. All names used 

in the paper are pseudonyms. 

 

A convenience sampling method was employed to recruit families – i.e. families who were travelling 

at the same time as the first author, and who had children of school age.  But in the later stages of the 

study, after 11 interviews, we were more selective in the kinds of families we approached – those 

accompanied by various numbers of children of differing ages, and those carrying smaller or larger 

luggage items, in order to increase the diversity within our initial sample. The final three families - 20, 

21, and 22 - were recruited through personal links (though the families themselves had no direct 

connections to the authors) to specifically include families who have strong opinions against the act of 

travel (20, 21) and a mother (family 22) who struggled with the dilemma of traveling after the 

unexpected death of her husband. These families provided some ‘outsider’ insights on international 

travel and allowed us to reflect further on the themes that were initially developed via analysis.  

 

The final sample informing this paper included mothers and fathers between the ages of 33 and 55. 

The participants’ children ranged in age from two months to twenty-two years old, although all 

interviewed families had school-age children. Participants included doctors, lawyers, academics, 

school teachers, social workers, cleaners, engineers, economists, sport coaches, currently unemployed, 

students, and librarians. Most of our sample (15 families) could be broadly defined as middle class 

(based on education and professional position), while some of the participants would be considered 

working class, holding blue collar roles (seven families).  Those families who were professionally 



mobile for work, were categorised as members of the global middle classes (GMC) (four families). 

Due to our recent research on the GMC, and their increasing visibility in Israel, we recruited a 

proportionate group to our study, as reflects their representation (estimated to be 1 % of Israelis) 

(Authors, 2018a; b). Given that most of our recruited families (N=20) were Israeli, it is important to 

note the immigration background, given this plays a significant role in shaping social class location in 

Israel.  Most of them were second/third generation Israeli (18 families) while four were first generation 

immigrants (from former Soviet Union and France). In what follows we analyse how their migration 

histories and where their extended families are located might shape their orientation to transnational 

mobility.  A second important note is that the interviewing author is Israeli Jewish herself, first 

generation immigrate from the former Soviet Union, while the collaborating author – involved in the 

design and analysis of the data is white European.  Both authors travel frequently for work, family 

vacations and maintaining ties with extended family. 

 

Interviews were not recorded, but extensive notes were taken during the interviews, which were 

reviewed and complemented with further details immediately after each interview. These data were 

discussed by the two authors in an on-going manner, in order to refine the interview guide, the 

sampling strategies and to start developing our thematic analysis.  The notes and summaries were read 

repeatedly by the authors, looking for significant statements, sentences, or ideas that can be developed 

into “clusters of meaning” (Moustakas 1994). These were searched within and across interviews to 

determine appropriate foci for analysis (as described by Curl, Lareau, & Wu, 2018). Categories were 

generated through an open coding procedure. 

 

In what follows we present a brief case study of one family we argue is a typical example of each of 

the socio-economic classes (working-class, middle-class and the new grouping of the GMC – small in 

number but increasingly significant for the study of education), while also drawing on additional data 



from other families to support our arguments.  Through such an analyses we hope to illuminate 

similarities and some differentiations we found across working and middle class families in terms of 

their conceptualisations of travel and how it is deployed as part of a process of cultivation.  Then, in 

our section on GMC families, we use one case to highlight how significantly different their approach 

to travel is, and the role it plays in future-making for their children.  We argue that motility (Kaufman, 

2014) is differently embedded in families’ practices and how it is anticipated it will shape their 

children’s futures.  Although, as Cairncross (1997) argues distance is dead today, the ways 

opportunities for international travel are taken up and cultivated offers another lens through which to 

analyse new stratifying mechanisms between social groups, despite access to travel becoming more 

equal.  

 

Working class families – sustaining family relationships while concurrently opening up the world 

The Cohen family is one of seven working class families in our study.  Father (Kobi), mother (Ofra), 

and four children, two twin boys (8) and two girls (15, 20) were flying together from Tel Aviv to Paris 

for a family wedding. The parents were born in Israel and were second generation Jewish Israelis, 

originally from Morocco. The oldest daughter had finished her compulsory army service and was 

working in a factory to save money for her gap year trip to Thailand, which is a common thing to do 

in Israel among 21-25 years olds after the completion of their army service. The mother had been 

unemployed for several years, but occasionally did some housekeeping work. The father was a blue-

collar factory worker, who had been unemployed until recently, having previously worked in various 

semi-skilled occupations (driver, factory worker and photographer). They travelled one to three times 

a year, usually to France, where part of their family lived (the latter having emigrated from Morocco 

to France instead of Israel in the 1950s). Centring international travel around visiting and maintaining 

dispersed, transnational family links was a particularly pertinent focus for the working class families’ 

journeys in our study.  In our interviews we noted a grandmother with her granddaughter flying to 



meet their family once a year (from Germany to Israel); a family of four flying to a wedding (from 

Israel to London), families attending Bar-Mitzvahs and funerals all over the world (in London and 

New York), families flying on a special holiday to celebrate Bar-Mitzvahs, honeymoons, and 

anniversaries (in London, Bangkok and Budapest). Most of the families in this group travelled once or 

perhaps twice a year.  

 

When explaining the reasons for travel Ofra replied: “For me it is very important that the kids see the 

big world outside. One of the twins always asks me, ‘mummy how do you call that place that you 

suppose to go after the army?’, and I always tell him – ‘university’. This is how I am dedicated to make 

sure that they know what to do [in the future]”.  Working class families in our research combined 

international travel to visit family with “seeing the big world”, which was directly linked to fostering 

particular expectations for future educational trajectories within Israel itself.  As Ofra explaned “My 

cousin is an engineer, so I asked him to sit with the eldest to explain to her what to do (how to go 

through the process of admission, how to prepare for the psychometric exam [which is required for 

admission and the fulfilment of all other bureaucratic requests from the university])”. 

 

Having learnt that the part of her family that had emigrated from Morocco to France had been socially 

mobile (the extended family members had attended universities and held managerial positions that 

placed them as solidly middle class in the France context), the first author asked whether Ofra had 

considered the increased possibilities that might exist for her children in France, rather than Israel.  

Ofra responded: “I personally don’t think that my kids should go abroad. This [Israel] is their country, 

they know the language, the culture and everything. The neighbours’ grass is always greener as people 

say, I can’t imagine us living somewhere else”.  Ofra, despite being part of a widely dispersed family 

network, here seems unwilling to entertain the suggestion that her children might have more 

opportunities to secure better futures than her and her husband had in Israel. Israel was the space she 



wanted her children’s futures to be played out in, but  the opportunity to “see the world” was a critical 

part of supporting her other concerted efforts (access to books, continually discussing appropriate 

future trajectories) to cultivate higher education ambitions and securing a professional job within 

Israel. As Ofra stated: 

First, I want them to have secure jobs, and that means [going to] university. I really want them 

to make the best of themselves and I am always there to make sure that happens. The little ones 

have many books and they read, we talk about that [making the best of themselves, going to 

the university] at home all the time. 

 

As with most working class families that were interviewed (all of them were first or second generation 

immigrants from Arab countries and former Soviet Union Republics), family travels were mainly 

related to visits to relatives in destinations as far away as Paris, Bangkok, Berlin, and Kiev.  Here 

spatial mobility abroad was for the primary purpose of sustaining their transnational family networks 

and celebrating familial milestones.  However, actively integrated into these travel practices were 

parental desires of “showing the world” (Ofra) to their children.  Hezi (father from another working 

class family) concurred, “the Bar Mitzvah is only the beginning, we’ll open the world for them”.  Thus, 

travel plays a rather unspecified role for these families beyond the very concrete goal of maintaining 

connections with extended family, but by ‘open[ing] the world for them’ travel indirectly bolsters 

ambitions to become educated and take up future positions that will maintain access to this larger 

transnational space.  One can argue that spatial mobility through travel is seen as resulting in the 

accumulation of a form of cultural capital that is embodied in the form of aspirations (Authors, 2018).  

Our suggestion is that mobility is a form of capital that facilitates the accumulation of other types of 

cultural capital – in this case aspirations for higher education and future professional employment 

positions. 

 



Middle class families - going away while staying close to who we are 

For the middle class participants’ (N= 11) family travel abroad was a little more common than those 

categorised as working-class, usually occurring regularly two to three times a year, planned several 

months in advance, and not so closely tied to visiting extended family or celebrating particular family 

milestones.  Instead, the middle class families tended to travel for vacation to destinations more 

commonly associated with ‘western Europe’ (London, Paris, Berlin), New York and the islands of 

Thailand. Here we focus on the Levi family. 

 

Tamir – father (45), mother (Esti, 39) and three daughters (9, 7, 2) were flying together for the first 

time as a family since the birth of their youngest daughter. Tamir’s brother was working for one year 

with the Jewish community in a big European city and they planned to visit him and his family, but 

also to “wander around, as we planned this at the time of our annual family vacation (abroad)” 

(Tamir). “We will stay there for eight days, renting a car – will do: the Zoo, kids’ museum and for two 

nights we will stay in hotel in the forest, doing some attractions with the kids there”. Esti works as a 

kindergarten teacher; Tamir is currently unemployed, but specialises in consultancy work with the 

Jewish diaspora (e.g. – organising trips to Israel for the Jewish diaspora youth).  Tamir used to travel 

quite often for work (five to six times a year for short trips of two to three days). Both parents have 

undergraduate degrees, both were born and raised in the Jewish settlements in the occupied West Bank 

and now live in one of the settlements close to Jerusalem. Their own parents immigrated to Israel from 

Yemen and Tunis respectively, and Tamir and Esti were raised in lower middle class families as their 

parents were manual labourers.  However, due to their university education and professional roles, 

they have now moved into the ‘traditional’ middle class, as understood within the Israeli national 

context. As a family they perceive themselves as travelling less than other middle class counterparts, 

who they describe as “quite bourgeoisie” and “we believe in instilling values and not just running after 

the western beauty model or American lifestyle” (Tamir).  



 

The girls attend numerous extracurricular activities including English and gymnastics (reminiscent of 

descriptions offered by Lareau and others in their studies of middle class parenting). Tamir stressed 

the academic expectations he has of his daughters: “higher education is a must. In Israel you just need 

the diploma”. Here again, future aspirations, as was common among our working class families, are 

local and imagined to take place within the national borders of the State of Israel.  Unlike, working 

class families in our study, however, middle class families as evidenced by the Levi’s family narrative, 

articulate a slightly different purpose of the travel they engage in.  For middle class families, spatial 

mobility outside of Israel is understood as enabling the cultivation of a strong understanding of 

themselves as Jews, and in particular Israeli Jews.  While having some proficiency in a language 

besides Hebrew was seen as important - “languages and cultures are the most important for me” and 

“the girls are regularly having private tutoring in English” explained Tamir - his main concern as a 

parent was to educate his daughters about “the right way to live, is to be Jewish in Israel”.  He 

elaborated that while “it is very important to get to know “the other” and even I am fine if they will 

choose to live even several years abroad, but not for ever…and I will have a huge problem if they 

decide to marry someone not Jewish”. The first author gently probed Tamir how he sought to ensure 

his daughters would make the ‘right’ decision in this respect.  “Well, it starts now. The way we educate 

them. We are very open…we participated in a programme hosting non Jewish families for Sabbath 

meals – we had Christian Germans and English and Singaporeans...but we know who we are,” Tamir 

explained.  

 

When asked what they hoped to do while abroad in the European country on their vacation, Esti 

replied: “we would most probably do other things abroad...not like the ‘typical’ family. We don’t have 

these check lists…we would just walk in the park, spending time with the family”. Tamir elaborated 

further: “Being abroad allows you to polish your identity. You can learn about the others to better 



know who you are. You can choose from different forms of Judaism that are out there”.  With regard 

to future travels, Tamir offered: “We will travel in the future as a family and we’ll even consider 

visiting a developing country...again taking up the rucksack and seeing the various ways of life”.  The 

first author wondered what challenges they might face during more intrepid travels - “You eat kosher 

only right? How will you manage?” Responding, “it is challenging, but this is the way we are. We 

bring food with us, we know where to shop…we have our boundaries…I am not one of these people 

who think that the others’ lawn is greener…I know who I am”.  This refrain by Tamir about knowing 

who he was is embedded through travel.  Unlike the Cohen’s , travel is not part of a project of fostering 

a particular type of appropriate ambition – these are expected for middle class families.  The focused 

cultivation of Tamir and Esti is in ensuring their daughters’ strong sense of themselves as Jewish and 

Israeli becomes embedded.  This, according to their narrative, is done by exposing their children to 

transnational practices of spatial mobility, where ‘Others’ are temporarily encountered, but not actively 

engaged with (unless they too are Jewish), meanwhile Jewish cultural and religious traditions must be 

observed at all times.  Here, the capital being accumulated via opportunities for international travel is 

another, subtly-different, type of cultural capital – that of identity and commitment to such an 

embodiment.  Such a clearly articulated sense of self is seen as critical to navigating future key choices 

– around where to live, appropriate marriage partners and so forth. While the Cohen family is more 

religious than many other middle class families in Israel, the sense of developing a self-identity during 

international travel was prominent in many of the interviews conducted with middle class families. As 

another mother explained “we go out there, so the girls will understand who they are, develop their 

own meanings for experiences and then will be ready for all the challenges in this country”. Within 

this group, travel therefore became a means for embedding secure futures and identities at home. 

 

GMC families – the children as active and seasoned globe trotters into the future 



In this group of families (N=4), international travel was deeply embedded within family routines. It 

was used for work, meeting family and friends, as well as for vacations. The children were seasoned 

travellers, whose preferences were applauded by parents “He loves flying BA (British Airways). 

Amazing how they know what exactly they want…” (as explained by one of the fathers in this sample). 

 

Here, we draw mainly on an interview with the Naveh family to illustrate further the distinctive 

approaches GMC families took to the act of travel and how this became an integral part of their 

cultivation practices for the present and future. For so-called GMC families, living abroad and frequent 

relocation is a routinised practice (Ball & Nikita, 2014).  The Naveh’s comprised of the mother, 

Susanna (39, postgraduate degree, had stayed at home with two children now aged 10 and 7 years for 

the last four years, but had recently started her own business importing South Korean health products 

to London); father, Avi (42, also held a postgraduate degree in engineering, and was a mid-level 

manager at technology firm, based in London); an elder daughter and younger son. Susanna was born 

in Russia, raised in Israel and the US, then returned to Israel, after which she studied in Paris. Now 

living in London for the past four years due to her husband’s relocation, who himself was born and 

raised in Israel, spent two years in the US during his previous appointment, returned to Israel for five 

years, before being transferred to London.  All these professional relocations were part of his 

employment with the same technology company.  

 

Avi travelled frequently within Europe and occasionally (several times a year) to the US. The family 

also travelled extensively for leisure and many times accompanied Avi during his work travels. Over 

the last couple of years they have travelled to Italy, Canada, US, Seychelles Islands, and Germany. 

Travel in this family was commonplace, and the children were encouraged to take a proactive role in 

planning the trips and deciding, comparing, and ‘shopping’ around for the best location and deal, as 

part these preparations. “Elena is the one who decides where to go, she is so independent. She knows 



how to compare on trip adviser and other sites and how to reserve places online”. In response to 

another question about the travel destination, Susanna replied, “Yes, we are not making a big deal 

about going away. It is not about having more stamps in the passport, and anyhow, the passports today 

are digitalised, it is about actually being part of the place”. This notion of ‘being part of the place’ 

was continued in the description Avi gave about his son’s experiences abroad “We are there, but we 

send the kids to negotiate prices at the market by themselves, we would stay in places for a month so 

the kids get familiar with the place, he can play football with kids everywhere. This is part of the things 

that are so important, we have enough money to stay in fanciest places, but here (a village they visited 

in Vietnam), they feel at home. They can feel at home everywhere in the world”.  This is a specifically 

different orientation to travel as that expressed by other (working and middle class) families in our 

sample – who were hoping perhaps less ambitiously to ‘open up the world’ to their children. 

 

When asked what kind of school the children attended in London, Susanna commented “we started at 

another school, but then decided to move to the IB school and it is amazing that kids can really love 

the learning at school. You have huge diversity there, although people always move, they stay in touch, 

and have friends all over the world”. Similarly, other GMC families in our study wanted their children 

to be: “free to choose”; “feel at home in Goa and New York”; “engage with people from different 

countries, cultures, classes and positions” and “take control of their lives”.  These families also talked 

about the “relocation bug – once you did it, you want to do it again and again”, suggesting that spatial 

mobility becomes a more ingrained aspect of their everyday and future lives.  

 

These frequent travellers, when asked about their children’s futures, expressed confidence over the 

competencies of their children to cope with the uncertain but also plentiful future.  As Susanna 

explained: “[School] marks are important but it really doesn’t matter to me now. We are concerned 

with gaining experiences. When the kids will be older, they can choose from so many alternatives, and 



they will be already have experienced flavours [of life] (from the various parts of the world)”.  Thus, 

for GMC families like the Naveh’s, travel, or spatial mobility in Kaufmann et al.’s (2004) terms, 

becomes integrated into their identities and future opportunities through frequent exposure.   While 

this is arguably what differentiates them from their more locally-moored middle class peers, 

understanding how they narrate and integrate travel into their lives should offer further insights into 

whether or not mobility might be constitutive of these families emerging as a new kind of transnational 

social group. Certainly, for those working class and middle class families long-term residents in Israel, 

spatial mobility was understood as advancing social position within Israel, not as a way of developing 

an orientation and a set of competencies that would allow their children to ‘feel at home everywhere 

in the world’.  To that end, travel for the GMC, or frequent spatial mobility is about opening up 

opportunities for social mobility anywhere in the world, wherever their children may choose to locate 

themselves in the future.  They are able to do this by using their cosmopolitan orientation – a form of 

cultural capital – to navigate new spaces and relations with others. 

 

Conclusions 

Vincent Kaufmann (2014) suggests that ‘mobility is a “total” social phenomenon and, therefore, that 

the analysis of mobility teaches us about the composition of and changes in a society’ (p.1). This study 

offers theoretical innovation in the scholarship of family mobility and ways parents engage with the 

act of travelling by air to cultivate an understanding of their children’s positionality in a broader world.  

Methodologically, we interviewed and observed 22 families, while they travelled internationally by 

plane with their children, for vacations and/or family visits. We suggest that such an approach 

facilitates a unique glimpse into how parents are directly and indirectly imagining and investing in the 

futures of their children, in terms of aspired to educational trajectories (at school and university-level), 

their anticipated mobility (for professional employment), and how current experiences of international 

travel are directly focused on supporting such aspirations.  In this way, our analysis of the role of 



international travel for parental education strategies and the shaping of future imaginaries, and how 

these are differentiated along social class lines directly contributes to key concerns for the field of 

sociology of education (Authors, 2018a; Ball & Nikita, 2014). 

 

We found important but nuanced differences between why working, middle and GMC families travel 

and how they understand spatial mobility abroad as a form of concerted cultivation (also to be 

understood as a form of education strategy).  While travel has become normalised, even for those with 

relatively limited resources, it functions differently for the families in our study – being motivated by 

the need to maintain close ties to transnationally-located family but also to broaden and strengthening 

aspirations (working class), for leisure but critically also some exposure to the ‘Other’ in order to shore 

up children’s own identities/sense of selves (middle class), and as a routine practice – combining travel 

prompted by needs of extended family, vacation and work to prepare their children to live, study and 

work anywhere in the world (for the GMC).  Thus, travel has an immediate purpose (visit family, go 

on holiday), but this is also closely related to a deeper desire to accumulate forms of cultural capital 

that should later on be converted into quite tangible outcomes.  All families thus can be argued to be 

capitalising on travel, as framed by Kaufman and colleagues (2004; 2011).  Spatial mobility cultivates 

motility as a resource for children to draw on in the present and future (i.e. mobility becomes a form 

of cultural capital), but differently located parents understand it as having a different convertibility 

function for securing social mobility and position. 

 

Access to spatial mobility is simultaneously opening up for all (through increasing access to low-cost 

airlines and tourist destinations), while, for some at least, being curtailed through political moves to 

halt migration and specify more precisely which groups are welcome and those who must be ‘kept 

out’.  As expectations around spatial mobility nonetheless increase, it is therefore critical to understand 

how opportunities for travel are taken up and what role it might play in forging cleavages between 



groups.  Our research has been attuned to the possibilities that travel may at least paper over previous 

distinctions between social classes (as access for all has been facilitated through a reduction in cost 

and an increase in expectations), but also to the possibility that travel may be potentially forging new, 

likely quite nuanced lines of striation (as was shown previously for other class-based tactics like choice 

of child-care and extracurricular activities, see for example: Vincent, Ball, & Kemp, 2004).  We have 

suggested, inspired by Kaufmann et al.’s (2004) theorisation, that travel (a form of spatial mobility) 

can be understood as a capital that shapes processes of social mobility and differential outcomes for 

children and young people.  Travel or motility does this by influencing the purpose of travel and how 

it is used to cultivate different forms of cultural capital (aspirations, identities as Jewish/Israeli, 

cosmopolitan orientation).  These varied forms of cultural capital appear to be differentiated along 

social group lines and in turn should actively shape the frames of reference impacting on social 

mobility – where and how future socio-economic positions are to be achieved. By combining the 

concept of motility with the traditional literature on class educational cultivation strategies (Archer, 

2010; Lareau, 2003), we illustrate how class fractions and differentiations between social groups are 

continuously being re-made and taking off in new directions.  We suggest that integrating a focus on 

how international travel features in parental education strategies may help illuminate the detailed, 

usually carefully considered approaches used by parents in creating future possibilities for their 

children.  
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