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1. Introduction




2. Results

Regarding the participating Protected Areas (Table), national
structures (National Parks, 53%) dominate regional structures
(Natural/Regional Parks, 40%). In reality, far more regional structures
than national structures exist.

bviously, National Parks initiate and attract significantly more
research than regional structures.
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BEoimansni Noniorng these projects. A scientific orientation is apparently dominating: 48%

Project of the research projects are oriented to scientific projects (research
O Diploma projects, diploma, thesis). One third of the projects are oriented to
or initiated by Park management — a relatively low amount - while
one sixth are monitoring projects, a relatively high amount. Obviously,
Protected Areas are preferred locations for long-term research and
monitoring. It is noteworthy that coordinating projects number only 4,
Bno specification probably due to the fact, that mainly leaders of disciplinary projects have
T Ty been contacted.
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hen taking a closer look at the difference between the protected

areas considered located within the Alps and outside, one
notices that a large majority of monitoring projects appear in the Alps,
while management oriented projects are more abundant outside the
Alps. The results obtained for diploma projects are particular, as they
represent only projects undertaken in Switzerland.




One of the points of this study is to put forward the origin of leaders
involved in research projects in protected areas. One notices that
over 40% of project leaders are from the Protected Areas themselves,
which indicates a high interest on the part of Protected Areas in the
field of research. However, in the Alps, nearly 40% of the project leaders
are from universities or other research institutions, a situation which is
due to the traditionally very active research in the Alps and the great
number of Universities in or near the Alps. On the other hand, this
tendency is not verified outside the Alps where they represent only | 1%
of project leaders.

It is obvious that Protected Areas in mountain regions work on similar
topics (see below). Is this opportunity for co-operation reflected in
the partnership structures of the projects studied?

A;:tal of 27 projects involve the cooperation of several Protected
reas, nationally and internationally. This forms a good base for
further co-operation and exchange, which could and should certainly
be expanded.

he fact that international co-operation exists only in the Alps

could indicate that the Alpine region is perceived as an entity. The
existence of institutions and structures linking all the Alpine countries
could be an explanation for this sense of cohesion. Also, institutions
such as the Alpine Network of Protected Areas facilitate and reinforce
this collaboration.

mong which thematic fields does one notice a concentration of

projects and in which fields are research projects lacking? Natural
sciences in general represent 80% of the projects and form a large
majority. Within this discipline, general biology is by far the most
significant. In addition, within general biology, half of the projects are
related to zoology and another quarter to botany (see chart).

nvironmental sciences such as soil sciences, geomorphology,

meteorology and climatology are widely represented too. Within
this category, hydrology, limnology and glaciology amount to 47% of the
projects. -

It is interesting to note that within the engineering discipline, most
projects are related to forestry, while agriculture and particularly
computer sciences are hardly concerned. We suppose that a possible
reason for this last fact could be that such projects are not clearly
declared as computer sciences.

Origin of project leaders (n = 323)

100% -
80% +
60% -
40% -

20%

0% +— Pt
Total protected  Alpine PA  Not alpine PA
areas
®no specification
Oother category
O Office or Ministery
@ Protected Area Staff
B University or Research Institute

Cooperation in research
(Projects which concern more than one protected
area, n = 27)

Protected areas Alpine PA Mot alpine PA

B National cooperation B International cooperation

Main disciplines of the research
projects
{n=323)

40% |-
20%

0% -
Protected areas Alpine PA Not alpine PA

DOthers £

W Jurisprudence, social sciences, economics
B Engineering sciences

B Environmental sciences

M Earth sciences

B General biology

OMultidisciplinary




Projects within the discipline "General
biology" (n = 213)
EZoology

BBotany

HEEcology

OForestry,
agriculture

W Environmental
sciences

-

alpenkonvention convention alpine convenzione delle alpi  alpska konvencija

research institutions. However, research projects led by
universities should be oriented towards research needs
of protected areas.

Fourth]y, most protected areas should improve their
information on research on the Web. The Network
could support protected areas in directly publishing on
the web the projects they have registered in the database
“European Mountain Pool”.

astly, the data base “European Mountain Pool” should

be completed and project information needs to
be updated, in order to serve as a reliable instrument
for future project planning and research co-operation.
Therefore, project leaders and Park managers are
invited to provide the database with complementary
information. ;

Contact:
Dr. Guido Plassmann (guido.plassmann@alparc.org)
or Dr.Thomas Scheurer (icas@sanw.unibe.ch).




