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Abstract

The management effectiveness of protected areas is linked to the type and form of 
administration structures applied in each country within the framework of its en-
vironmental policy implementation. The administration structure gives citizens the 
opportunity to take part in decision-making processes concerning the environment 
and includes partnerships with regional authorities, management bodies, competent 
ministries, academic institutions and non-governmental organizations. The main 
principles pertaining to the administration of protected areas are based on interna-
tional conventions aimed at protecting biodiversity and the natural environment. The 
present study was conducted at Dadia National Park (NP), in the Evros Prefecture. 
The stakeholders involved in the administration and management of the NP, namely 
the park management, the municipality of Soufli and the regional authorities of Evros 
Prefecture, as well as locals and visitors, were asked their opinion about the effective-
ness of administration and management of the park. The results of the study indicate 
that there are weaknesses affecting the collaboration of the administrative bodies, 
the locals are not satisfied with the local authorities’ operations, and the visitors are 
not being adequately informed about the relevant bodies and type of administration 
and management of the NP.
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Introduction

Protected areas constitute the pivotal cornerstones 
of  biodiversity conservation. They are an important 
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Figure 1 – The raptors’ trough in Dadia Forest.
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Figure 2 – Map of  the study area. http://geodata.gov.gr/geodata/, http://gdex.cr.usgs.gov/gdex/. Designdrawing: Laboratory of  
Forest Management and Remote Sensing, Aristotle University of  Thessaloniki.
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Figure 3 – Locals’ satisfaction with their quality of  life, 
n= 264.
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Figure 4 – Visitors’ satisfaction with Dadia NP, n = 397.
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they consider responsible for the application of  the 
protection status, satisfaction with the promotion of  
the NP. Visitors: reasons for their visit to the NP, main 
purpose of  their visit to the NP, views of  who they 
consider responsible for the application of  the protec-
	��
��	�	�������
������
�����
�	�����	�
�����
�	��
	�
�-
�
��	������	�/��������	��=?�

U�
������ 	
��������������5������ ��
�� 	
���������-
����� �
�	
������
������������	
� �
	����������5��
����-
stricted to one answer. Locals: satisfaction with their 
quality of  life, satisfaction with the level of  informa-
	��
� �
�� ���	�����	��
� �������
�� 	
�� =?�� ��	�����	��
�
with the application of  the protection status, satisfac-
tion with the promotion of  the area’s historical and 
cultural assets, satisfaction with the promotion of  the 
=?�� ��	�����	��
� ��	
� 	
�� �	���@�	��
� �� � 	
�� ���������
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The data for the MB, the municipality and RAMTH 
were collected in 2011. The statistical methods used to 
interpret the results were descriptive statistics.

Results

Socio-demographic profile of the locals and 
visitors of Dadia NP 
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Figure 5 – The pathways in Dadia NP.

Figure 6 – Visitors’ reasons for their visit to Dadia NP. Mul-
tiple answers possible, n = 397.

Figure 7 – Visitors’ main purpose of  their visit to Dadia NP. 
Multiple answers possible, n = 397.
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Figure 8 – Locals’ satisfaction with the application of  the pro-
tection status, n = 264.
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Fully satisfied Very satisfied Satisfied Less satisfied Not at all satisfied No answer

Municipality 1.5 6.1 28.8 44.7 17 1.5

Prefecture 2.7 7.2 31.8 46.2 10.6 1.5

Ministry Tourism Development 0.8 5.7 26.9 42.8 20.8 3

Figure 9 – Locals’ (top, n = 264) and visitors’ (bottom, n = 397) views of  who 
they consider responsible for the application of  the protection status.  Agree and 

 do not agree.

Table 1 – Locals’ satisfaction with the promotion of  Dadia NP in %.

Table 2 – Locals’ views on the investors’ origin in %.

Positive Quite positive Quite negative Negative No answer

Local villagers 51.9 40.9 1.9 3.8 1.5

Other residents of Evros region 50.8 34.1 7.6 6.1 1.5

People from other parts of Greece 47.3 29.9 12.5 8.3 1.9

Foreigners 41.7 26.9 9.1 19.3 3

Fully sa�sfied 
1.9%

Very sa�sfied 
8.7%

Sa�sfied
28%

Less sa�sfied
42.0%

16.3%

 
3.0%

Not at all sa�sfied

No answer

Figure 10 – Locals’ satisfaction with the promotion of  their 
area’s historical and cultural assets, n = 264.
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Figure 11 – The raptors observation post in Dadia NP. 

Figure 12 – Locals’ views regarding the utilization of  subsidies, 
n = 264.
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Figure 13 – Locals’ satisfaction with the level of  information 
and participation regarding Dadia NP.  Information level 
(n = 264) &  participation level, n = 264.

Figure 14 – Fire protection station in Dadia NP.
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Figure 15 – Locals’ opinion of  the interaction between Dadia 
NP and Evros Delta NP, n = 264.
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areas reveals the interest of  the central administration 
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Figure 17 – Visitors’ main reasons for not visiting or intending to visit Evros 
Delta NP, n = 397.  Agree and  do not agree.

velopment of  the broader area, since both NPs can 
only affect each other in a positive way. They also 
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Figure 16 – Visitors’ intention to visit Evros Delta NP, n = 397.
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ployment opportunities for the local population. Thus, 
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