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In general, the Workshop has broadly ranged beyond the specific issue of the protected area categories, 
framing it in a reflection on the changing problems, difficulties, and perspectives the park and protected area 
management must tackle, in the way they are perceived and experienced by the people working in the field. 
Various speeches have highlighted the “territorial” role that protected areas cannot avoid to assume, also from 
a political-institutional point of view, urging integrated government strategies rather than niche policies 
confined within the protected perimeters. It is according to this new perspective that the ongoing initiative and 
today’s Workshop want to give a significant contribution to the World Conservation Congress 2008, integrating 
with their specific features in the wide range of initiatives and debates that have been and are preliminary to 
the Congress. This is also the premise of the broad research program (developed by CED-PPN with the support 
of Federparchi and AIDAP) on the European situation and the Italian specific features of the protected area 
system and, more precisely, on the classification and definition of their role: this research activity has provided 
the basis for the present Workshop and continues also considering the survey involving most of the Italian 
protected areas. 
 
More specifically, the speeches and contributions delivered can be gathered around three main issues. 
 
1) The first issue regards the insidious relationship between nature and culture, considering the recent re-
definition of the concept of “protected area” suggested by IUCN, reasserting as essential requirement the 
reference to nature conservation and, more precisely, to biodiversity conservation. It is interesting to observe 
that several speeches delivered during the Workshop, despite mentioning the pervasive human presence and 
the deep cultural meaning of many Italian parks, have not discussed the advisability of such reference. 
The image of “good government” with which throughout the centuries the “care for the territory” by the human 
communities has been guaranteed, with the investment of environmental knowledge and local culture, does not 
seem for the operators to be clashing with the image of “wilderness”, but rather to hint at the need to recover 
lost or perturbed balances and to found an effective biodiversity defense on the diversification of cultures and 
cultivations. In this direction, the definition of protected area categories, far from being a merely taxonomic 
operation, urges an organic and complex afterthought of the underlying concepts, starting from the concept of 
ecosystem.  
Such afterthought is also stimulated by the considerable and growing importance recognized in the European 
protected area systems to the category of the “protected landscapes”, bound to defend – not without mistakes 
and contradictions – large contexts of “widespread natural features” and complex systems of natural-cultural 
values. 
  
2) The second issue regards the concept of integration, the must of the current environmental debate, with an 
essential role in the “new paradigms” suggested in 2003 by IUCN for the protected area policies. As a matter of 
fact, the integration of the various policies interesting the protected territories is essential not only to “spread 
the benefits of protection beyond borders”, but also to ensure an efficient defense from the risks and the 
degradation processes threatening them. Integration is the condition to implement an acceptable consistence of 
the government action at all levels and for all the fields that are potentially involved.  
A central aspect of integration concerns the currently weak and uncertain relationship between the protected 
area national systems, someway referable to the IUCN classification, and Natura 2000 Network: a difficult 
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relationship to establish since, both at a national and European level (except partial exceptions, like those for 
the Alpine chain), there are no effective system policies enabling the creation of a “network” among the areas 
and sites, to get them out from their isolation.  
There is a similar need for integration to overcome the persistent separation of the management and the 
concept itself between the terrestrial and the marine areas: this separation is stressed in our Country by the 
different juridical and institutional matrix frustrating any attempt to pursue the Integrated Management of 
Coastal Areas recommended at an international level and, in many cases (as in the delta areas), absolutely 
necessary. 
 
3) The third issue, strictly linked to the previous ones, regards the “governance”, that is the complex system of 
government actions within the competence of several interacting subjects and institutions (among which the 
authorities managing the protected areas) and open, at least potentially, to a wide range of diversified 
stakeholders. In the Italian context, like in many other European contexts, for various reasons (like the land 
private property or the political and institutional influence of the local powers) the governance is increasingly 
considered in a perspective of cooperation, consultation, and participation, which the outline act inadequately 
refers to.  
Such perspective is even more important when the management of the protected areas expands to the 
peripheral or surrounding territories and takes on itself the economic and social trends of the contexts in which 
the protected areas must integrate, as the experience of several parks – above all regional parks - or the recent 
“contracts” law for the peripheral areas of the French national parks demonstrate. In such contexts, the 
restriction policies autonomously decided by the authorities have proved to be completely inadequate, while it is 
necessary to adopt shared rules and strategies. 
In general, the growing emphasis on the landscape policies, both in and outside the protected areas, highlights 
the need to think about more articulated forms of cooperative governance, also through adequate co-planning 
actions, diversified according to the protected area category. 
The cooperation and governance perspectives make reference to monitoring and assessment as necessary 
instruments for an efficient co-assumption of responsibility of the involved subjects for a fair distribution of the 
costs and benefits of the conservation actions. As a matter of fact, only in a perspective enlarged to the 
involved contexts, and not at all in the ability to “make money” within each protected area, the problem to 
justify the necessary public investments can be correctly tackled. 
 


