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Some 

key 

findings

General features

Mass (beach) tourism (domestic or foreign)

Seasonal tourism (high summer season)

NBT features

Diving sector differently but globally scarcely

developed

Limited effects on local income

But good WTP

High education level

Young age composition, particularly in African 

MPAs

High level of awareness toward MPA role in 

conservation (sharing MPA mission)



An Italian benchmark experience
Tavolara Punta Coda Cavallo MPA



Touristic “metanoia”
After 2008
Many outputs:  one of the most s ignif icant is  the 
increase of number and size of f ishes (e.g.  groupers)  
into the protected area:  (see the Visual census analysis 
output)

Before 2004
-1982:  identi f icat ion of the MPA: many 
r isks for a precious environment

- 1997:  Inst i tut ion of the MPA

- 2004:  Creation of the MPA 
organization (a consort ium of  the 3 
municipal i t ies)

- mainly non conservative use of the 
landscape and of the wildl i fe



Recreational value of Tavolara MPA
Direct, indirect and induced impact of tourism spending 

Nature Based Tourism (diving) “Mass” (beach) tourism 

252.569.142 (€)679.834 (€)
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The “mass” tourists' 
preferences. The 
satisfaction: some 
key outputs

Appreciation of the MPA functions 
and of the wide eco-systemic  
aspects

“Sand” tourists Scuba - divers

Alternative Vote 
(max 10)

Answer 
rate

Vote 
(max 10)

Answer
rate

Water quality 8,75 100% 9,03 100%

Landscape 8,68 100% 8,97 100%

Air quality 8,32 100% 8,73 100%

Coast/beach 8,02 100% 8,31 98%

Hospitality/Kindness 7,64 100% 8,07 98%

Green 7,23 98% 7,80 100%

Leisure 7,26 83% 7,42 87%

Security 6,57 90% 6,79 93%

Villages 6,70 99% 6,75 98%

Traffic 5,93 100% 6,35 95%

Crowding 5,48 93% 5,75 92%

Education of jet-skiers, windsurfer.. 5,84 91% 5,37 98%

Prices 4,84 100% 5,15 98%



Italian Protected areas 



The “covid-19” challenge and opportunity
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